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(Testimony of Robert Adamson.) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. One moment. Do you charge 
up the overtime, or is that done in the office? [269— 
181] 

A. That is plain time. If they worked 11 hours 
overtime on that they put on the overtime. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—That is cross-examination, 
Mr. Frank? 

Mr. FRANK.—Well, I know, but the purpose of 
cross-examination is to develop the truth. 

Q. Under what number is that, Mr. Adamson? 
Just look at the number; he asked you about 5295. 

A. 5295. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. Is your answer the 
same ? A. Just the same. 

@. Are you enabled, from an examination of the 
eard, to say that it was coupling bolts on which the 
work was done for 5295? 

A. Because the job is duplicated down below, what 
he was doing above there. He was doing the same 
job for the other number. 

(). That is, the ditto marks are what enable you to 
say that? A. Yes. 

Q. And that is all? 

A. And I knew at the time just exactly what the 
man was working on. 

Q. Is that all that enables you to say that the work 
was coupling bolts—the ditto marks? | 

A. The ditto marks stand for coupling bolts under 
that number. 

Q. You will notice that the ditto marks are under 
the word ‘‘Buckman’’ will you not? 

A. I know that because it comes after the number 
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of the job it was worked on. 

Q. How many men had you in the tool-room in 
September and August, 1909? 

A. We would at least have four. 

Q. Four men? A. At least four men 

Q. What were the duties of those men—handing 
out tools to the different jobs? 

A. Making special tools for special jobs. 

Q. Making tools? 

A. Yes, making special tools for special [270— 
182] jobs. That is what they do there. And 
handing out tools for other jobs, too. 

Q. I hand you the card of Alfred Boyer, ‘‘Adam- 
son’s Exhibit 12,’’ under date of August 24, 1909. 
Alfred Boyer was in the tool-room at that time, was 
he? 

A. At that time. If it is on that card, he was 
there at that time. 

Q. I find by this card that job 5295 is charged as 
1214 hours work tool-room; under August 27, the 
same exhibit, the same number is charged with 13 
hours work tool-room; August 26, the same exhibit, 
the same number is charged with 13 hours tool-room; 
August 25, the same exhibit, the same number is 
charged with nine hours, tool-room; August 28, the 
same exhibit, the same number is charged with 12 
hours tool-room. Will you tell me what that charge 
is for, or rather, the charges that have been referred 
to in the tool-room, what they are for? 

A. All I have to say is that he was working on 
these numbers, for these numbers at the time, and 
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they were correctly checked off at the time I checked 
off these cards. I can’t tell you the specific job he 
was doing. 

Q. You don’t know what he was doing? 

A. I can’t tell you now what he was doing specifi- 
eally, but he was in the tool-room. As it is checked 
off he was there in the tool-room at that time and 
working for that number. 

Q. I refer you to cards of the same man, under ex- 
hibit 13, of date the 13th of September, the 14th, the 
15th, the 16th and the 19th of September, and one 
card not dated; on the last card No. 5295, is charged 
with 1144 hours tool-room; on September 13 there is 
a charge of 1114 hours tool-room; September 14, a 
charge of 1114 hours tool-room; September 15, a 
charge of 114% hours tool-room; September 16, a 
charge of 1144 hours [271—183] tool-room; Sep- 
tember 17, a charge of 1114 hours tool-room; Septem- 
ber 19, a charge of 111% hours tool-room, all charged 
to job No. 5295; do you know what work that was? 

A. I know that that had been some special job 
which was at the works at that time and this man was 
working in the tool-room in connection with that job 
all the time that is marked there, if it is checked off 
by me. 

Q. That is all you know about the work? 

A. That is all that I know about it. 

Q. I refer you now to the cards of the same man, 
Alfred Boyer, under ‘“‘Adamson’s Exhibit 14,” of 
date August 29, August 30, August 31, September 
Ast, September 2d, September 3d, September 4th, 


308 Matson Navigation Company vs. 


(Testimony of Robert Adamson.) 

September 5th, September 6th, September 7th, Sep- 
tember 8, September 9th and September 10th, 1909, 
on which a charge is made for tool-room work as fol- 
lows: 12 hours on August 29; 13 hours on August 30; 
12 hours on August 31; 1144 hours on September 1st; 
111% hours on September 2d; 1114 hours on Septem- 
ber 3d; 1114 hours on September 4th; 1114 hours on 
September 5th; 1144 hours on September 6th; 1114 
hours on September 7th; 1144 hours on September 
8th; 1114 hours on September 9th and 1114 hours on 
September 10th, all charged to job No. 5295; I ask 
you if you know what that work was? 

A. I make the same answer in regard to that, that 
they are checked off by me there and that they were 
correct at the time. 

Q. That does not answer my question: you don’t 
know what work they cover? 

A. I cannot recall the work they were doing at that 
time. 

Q. You don’t know that it was even work for the 
‘*Hilonian’’? 

A. I don’t know that it was even work for the 
‘‘Hilonian,’? but I [272—184] would know at the 
time though. 

@. With reference to this tool-room work referred 
to in Exhibits 12 and 13 and 14, can you tell me of 
anyone who would know of the character of that 
work? 

A. No, sir, I can’t tell you who can tell you about 
that. If they keep records of the like of that in the 
shop, or rather, in the office, you can get it there. 
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Q. I hand you the card of William L. Megow, be- 
ing ‘‘Adamson’s Exhibit 31’”’ under date of Septem- 
ber 18th, and call your attention to a change on the 
eard in the number opposite ‘‘5 hours work done on 
balance cylinder’’; the original entry of the number 
being 5295 and it being erased and in lieu thereof 
has been inserted No. 5398; I ask you if you know 
anything about that change, or the reason for it? 

A. Well, it will be found that the number of the 
balance cylinder, when we put it on his card, it would 
be altered to the proper number. 

Q. That is, he made a mistake in the number? 

A. The man himself who put down the number put 
the wrong number down. 

Q. That is, he put it down 5295 and it should have 
been 5398? 

A. It must have been when it was checked off. 

Q. I hand you again the card of John C. Mellow, 
‘*Adamson’s Exhibit No. 50,’’ under date of Septem- 
ber 20, and call your attention to the entry on that, 
and ask if that has anything in it that would 
modify your answer with reference to Mr. Megow’s 
card; the entry on the card I now hand you being 
work of 1244 hours on the balance cylinder, charged 
to Job 5295? 

A. All that I have got to say is that that was cor- 
rectly marked by me at the time. Whatever the 
cause was of it I can’t tell now, but it was checked 
off as right at the time. [273—185] 

Q. So that if these two numbers 5398 and 5295 re- 
fer to the same job, then there is a case where there 
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are two job numbers for the same class of work? 

Mr. FRANK.—That is a matter of argument. 

A. That has been already explained this forenoon. 

Mr, McCLANAHAN.—Q. Explain it again, with 
reference to the balance of them. 

A. There would be so much ordered, and the first 
order number would be given, and then the officials 
of the ship would probably change their minds, which 
they often do, and would then order something else 
to be done in connection with the same ship which 
had not been mentioned in the same number. 

Q. So you would give a separate number for that 
other work? A. Yes, sir. 

@. In order to keep track of the work? 

A. In order to keep track of it and to charge the 
work. 

Q. So that if the original work on this balance cyl- 
inder was commenced under job No. 5295, and later 
on there was additional work, or changed work on the 
balance cylinder, they would keep track of that 
change by giving it a new number? 

A. By giving it a new number. 

Q. That is an easy way to do it, is it not, it is a 
practical way to do it, is it not? 

Mr. FRANK.—Well, you had better argue that 
with somebody else. That is not proper. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—State your objection, Mr. 
Frank. 

Mr. FRANK.—That is my objection. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. Now, answer the ques- 
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tion: that is a practical way to keep track of the 
work? 

A. Well, it works out practically in our work— 
that is all I know, so far as the machine-shop is con- 
cerned. [274—186] 

Q. With reference to the balance cylinder I call 
your attention to the card of C. Chaquette, being part 
of ‘‘Adamson’s Exhibit 44 and dated September 
15th; the entry on the card under job No. 5295 is 
‘‘Balance valve cylinder’’; would you say, according 
to the theory with which you have explained the other 
two cards of Mellow and Megow, that in the light of 
Chaquette’s card there had been any change in the 
work on the balance cylinder from 5295 up to the 
date of Chaquette’s card, September 15th. You will 
notice that Mellow’s card is September 10th, Cha- 
quette’s is September 15th and both balance cylinder 
work are charged under the same number. That 
would indicate that there was no change in that work, 
would it not? 

A. There might have been two numbers going on 
at the same time on that same job. That is quite 
possible. 

Q. Just answer my question, please. 

Mr. FRANK.—Well, that is his answer. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. With reference to the 
balance cylinder work there was no change in the 
work up to that date, September 15th? 

A. [ am answering you that probably both num- 
bers were on at the same time. 

(. They are the same numbers ? 
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A. Two different numbers on the same job, what 
the specifications called for, and two different num- 
bers were probably going on at the same time on the 
cylinder. As I say, the cylinder in the first specifica- 
tions only calléd for so much; well, they changed 
their mind and they were not probably started when 
they wanted something else done to it; well, that was 
given a fresh number to keep track of that work. As 
the jobs go on they were probably going on under the 
different numbers at the same time. [275—187]| 

Q. Lunderstand you. The fact that Megow’s card, 
dated September 18th, has this balance cylinder work 
changed on the card itself from No. 5295 to 5398 in- 
dicates, does it not, that prior to that that balance 
eylinder work had been carried on under 5295? 

A. Not necessarily. 

Q. N. Vasen was a machinist’s helper, was he not? 

A. Yes, as far as I can recall. 

@. Do you remember this morning that I called 
your attention to a card where a helper had been 
credited with six hours work and nothing to denote 
after it what the work was? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I call your attention to N. Vasen’s card of 
August 28, under ‘‘ Adamson’s Exhibit 73,’’ where he 
is credited with 9 hours work on jobs 4858 and 5295 
for helping; is not that the way the credits would be 
made out where the man was simply helping and it 
was hard to designate the labor in any other way? 

A. If I am not mistaken I explained that this 
morning, that a helper in the shop has got to help 
anyone who is working on that number when he is 
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called upon to help them. He does not specifically 
put down the name of every piece he is working on; 
his duty is to help all the machinists who are working 
on that number. 

Q. But you notice that on that very batch of cards 
you have in your hand the helper does sometimes put 
down what he works on? 

A. Well, sometimes he does, but I see other times 
where he is helping a great many parts of the same 
number and he just puts down that he is helping on 
that number. 

Q. In other words, some of the cards are turned 
in and O. K.’d by you where the work is itemized, 
where it is not itemized and [276—188] where it 
does not even appear on the ecard at all, and checked 
up and O. K.’d by you? 

A. When I check up a card I know that that man 
has been working on that work. 

Q. But suppose the card does not show any work? 

A. If the number of the job was not there it would 
not be checked off, would it? 

Q. But so long as the job number was there, you 
check off and credit the man with the number of 
hours of his work on that job number, whether the 
job number shows the work, or not? 

A. Yes, because I know that the man has been 
working on that number, on that job. 

Q. I hand you the cards of James B. Gordon, being 
‘‘Adamson’s Exhibit 82,’’ and call your attention 
specifically to the cards of September 14th and Sep- 
tember 15th; the former is a credit of 9 hours on job 
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No. 5295, for eccentric straps; the latter is a credit 
of 14 hours to job No. 5325, for eccentric straps. 
Can you explain if those are for the same ship, why 
there should be two job numbers for two days follow- 
ing each other on the same work. 

A. I give the same explanation as regards the 
thrust-collars and the balance cylinder. 

Q. That is, that after the work was commenced, 
the eccentric straps on September 14th, and that work 
had been given job No. 5295, there was additional 
work agreed upon to be done on the eccentric straps 
which necessitated the giving of another job number 
the next day? 2 

A. That second number was put on the job at the 
time for some reason and— 

Q. (Intg.) Have I stated correctly the reason? 

Mr. FRANK.—Let him finish his answer. [277— 
189] , 

A. (Continuing.) For some reason that number 
was put on there, the eccentric straps. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. Have I stated correctly 
your reason why it was put on there, the second num- 
ber? 

4. Well, for the same reason that they put two 
numbers on the balance cylinder. So far as I re- 
call, that is the reason—that is my reason. That is 
the reason why there were two numbers on the same 
job. There might be some other reason for it. 

Q. Because there was some subsequent change in 
that work? A. Yes. 

Q. Do you know of any other reason why the same 
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work should be given two job numbers? 

A. No, sir, I don’t know. 

Q. What do you use the frolley rails in your shop 
for? 

A. What kind of trolley rails? What do you call 
trolley rails? 

Q. Don’t you know what trolley rails are? 

A. Trolley rails on the crane? 

Q. Don’t you know what trolley rails are? 

A. Well, there are trolley rails—we call them the 
trolleys on the crane, they swing cranes on the trol- 
ley. 

Q. You have introduced here on your oath an item 
of work done on trolley rails? 

A. Well, it was done then. 

Q. What are trolley rails? 

A. Well, probably used for some ship, used in 
swinging the piston out of the cylinder, swinging that 
along. The trolley goes along the top of the cylinder, 
that is, on ships. 

Q. On ships? 

A. Yes. That is called the trolley rail for con- 
venience of the engineers taking the piston out of the 
cylinder. [278—190] 

Q. I call your attention to your own card, ‘‘R. 
Adamson,”’ being ‘‘Adamson’s Exhibit No. 99,”’ of 
date of September 21, where you have charged job 
number 5398 with 3 hours work on trolley rails in 
the machine-shop. . Will you tell me about that work 
and what it was? 

A. It must have been trolley rails for that job. 
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What the trolley rails were used for, that is the 
proper name given at that time and was checked by 
me as the correct name for the job, and the correct 
job, too. 

Q. We are now dealing with a card you made out 
yourself ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That is your own handwriting, is it not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Haven’t you any accurate knowledge of what 
you meant when you put down ‘‘trolley rails”’ on that 
card? 

A. No, I could not recall now what ship that trol- 
ley rail was for. 

Q. Do ships have trolley rails? 

A. I explained that lots of ships have trolley rails 
along above the engine for the convenience of the 
engineer lifting the pistons out of the cylinders, and 
the cylinder-heads off, and that it must have been a 
trolley rail in connection with some ship that I was 
working on in the shop. 

Q. That would mean then that the trolley rail had 
been taken out of the ship and you had taken it into 
the shop and you were working on it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. It could not mean anything else? 

A. It probably could not have been on the ship, 
except that it went through my hands. It was prob- 
ably a new trolley rail that never had been aboard a 
ship up until that time. I might have been prepar- 
ing it for some boat. [279—191] 

Q. At any rate, it was work on a trolley rail for a 
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ship? A. Yes, for a ship. 

Q. Hither a new one or— 

A. (Intg.) Hither a new one or one getting altered 
which had been on a ship before. 

Q. Have you any trolley rails in your shop similar 
to those that you have testified are to be found on 
ships? A. No, sir. 

Q. You have no overhead rails on which trolleys 
run? 

A. None, with the exception of these swinging 
cranes. We don’t call the rails trolleys, but they can 
be called trolley rails. If trolley poles run on them 
we call them trolleys. Buta trolley rail could not be 
in connection with any of these cranes at all. If I 
had it on a ship’s number it was a trolley rail for 
that ship that I worked! on. 

Q. Any rail on which a trolley runs could be called 
a trolley rail? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You have trolleys in your shop? 

A. Nothing except the trolleys for these swinging 
cranes. 

Q@. I say you have trolleys in your shop? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. And they run on rails? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—What do you want to deduce from 
that? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—You will find out later. 

Mr. FRANK.—Well, I know. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—That is, you will find out 
later if that is our number. That is one of the dis- 
advantages under which I am laboring. I have to 
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guess at the fact that 5398 is one of our numbers. 

Mr. FRANK.—Well, ee have the numbers. You 
know you have. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I have the numbers on the 
bills, yes, [280—192] and I find they cannot be 
checked up with the numbers on the time-book at all. 
Now, you can help me out a great deal if you will; 
you can shorten this examination. 

Mr. FRANK.—And you could have helped me out 
long ago by admitting the things that you know are 
correct, without putting me to all the trouble of going 
into this detail. 

Mr. MecCLANAHAN.—I have done that in my an- 
swer. 

Mr. FRANK.—No, you have not. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. I call your attention to 
the card of W. B. Thomas, one of Adamson’s Exhib- 
its, 55, a card of August 27, 1909; the entry on the 
eard reads, ‘‘5295 job number, 414 hours’ work, bor- 
ing bar tools, ete., floor’’; then under that is the fol- 
lowing: ‘45295, 5 hours, working cylinder.’’ Can you 
explain what the first item of work is, Mr. Adamson, 
‘‘boring bar tools, etc., floor’’? 

A. Yes. He is preparing special tools for this 
boring bar on the floor. This is a distinguishing 
word, to distinguish between working on the floor 
and on a machine, because they charge at different 
rates, as far as I understand. The floor rate is dif- 
ferent from the machine rate. When a man works 
on a machine, if his order is to put his time on the 
floor, the time that he is preparing the tools for that 
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job, before he actually starts on the machine, because 
it is a much higher rate on the machine; the floor 
work is charged at, I suppose not much more than 
half of the machine work. He is a man who works 
on the boring mill and uses these boring-bars all the 
time. He puts his distinguishing mark there when 
he is working on the floor preparing the special tools 
for that boring bar to bore a certain job. When he 
starts to work on the cylinder, then his time goes on 
the machine which is about double what it is on the 
floor. 

Q. Then that first item is a credit of about 414 
hours for preparing tools to be used in certain work? 

A. Yes, sir, preparing tools to be used in special 
work. [281—193] 

Q. Mr. Adamson, a man does not get overtime un- 
til he has worked his full hours of straight time? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Unless it is Sunday or a holiday ? 

A. Unless it is Sunday or a holiday. 

Q. He has got to work his full straight hours and 
then he gets overtime after that? 

A. All over his straight day’s work is overtime. 

Q. My point is, he does not get overtime until he 
has first worked his straight time? 

A. Certainly not. 

@. Where a man is working straight time on one 
or two or more jobs, and then on the same day works 
overtime on another job, do you know which job is 
charged with the overtime ? 

Mr. FRANK.—One moment. 
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Mr. MceCLANAHAN.—I am asking him if he 
knows. 

Q. I say, do you know? 

A. I do know the job he is putting overtime on. 
At the time I make out that card I know what job 
he has been working overtime on. 

Q. So that if a man works on job 500 nine hours 
of straight time and then works overtime five hours 
on the same day for job No. 600, job No. 600 is 
charged with the overtime? 

A. Charged with all the overtime. 

Q. That is the rule of the office? 

A. That is the rule in the office. 

Q. You know, do you? 

A. I know that from my dealings in the office in 
connection with the time-cards. 

@. You are perfectly sure about that? 

A. I am perfectly sure about that. 

Q. Let us have no misunderstanding. [282—194] 

Mr. FRANK.—What is the use of all that? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. Where one job con- 
sumes all the straight time, and the man on the same 
day is given another job number and works last on 
that, the last number is charged with the overtime? 

A. The number on which he works overtime is 
charged with all the overtime. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Mr. Frank, will you please 
now produce the clock cards, if you have them ready? 

Mr. FRANK.—We have got them indexed so that 
we can turn to them, but they have got to be read- 
justed first. 
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‘Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Can I inspect them in the 
morning ? 

Mr. CURTIS.—Yes. We will work on them to- 
night. ; 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Subject to the privilege of 
further cross-examination on the clock cards, I have 
finished my cross-examination. 

Mr. FRANK.—Then we had better adjourn and 
finish your cross-examination to-morrow morning. 
I want the whole cross-examination in before I begin. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. Mr. Adamson, do you 
know anything about these clock cards more than ap- 
pears on the face of the cards? 

A. Nothing at all. I have nothing to do with the 
clock cards whatever; nothing whatever; they do not 
come under my notice at all in the office. All that I 
have got to do is to see that the time-cards are correct 
for the man that I have been looking after, and have 
nothing more to do with it. 

"Mr. McCLANAHAN.—TI have finished with my 
cross-examination. 

Mr. FRANK.—Then we will go on in the morning. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—Why not go on now? 

Mr. FRANK.—Because I am not prepared. You 
have cross-examined, [2883—195] this man for a 
whole day. I have to go over this testimony and pre- 
pare myself. 

_ Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Then I have not closed my 
cross-examination. Subject to the production of the 
clock cards, I close. 

Mr. FRANK.—AII right. Is that change a mere 
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attempt to force on my re-examination? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I do not want to force you, 
Mr. Frank,-but it is only 3 o’clock. 

Mr. FRANK.—It seems to be so. You had made 
up your mind until Mr. Derby came over and whis- 
pered to you. Then you changed front. 

(An adjournment was here taken until to-morrow, 
Saturday, August 19th, 1911, at 9:30 A. M.) [284 
—196] 

Saturday, August 19th, 1911. 

ROBERT ADAMSON, recalled, direct examina- 
tion resumed. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. Mr. Adamson, is there 
an assistant foreman in the machine-shop now ? 

A. Yes, sir; there is a man on the surface plate 
that fills the position I had at the time this work was 
going on. 

Q. Who checks up the time now? A. I do. 

Q. As foreman ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Why did Mr. Doig check it up as foreman in 
August and September, 1909? 

A. I cannot tell you that. 

Q. Did Mr. Doig have anything to do with the 
eards? 

A. No, sir; he never supervised the cards atall. It 
was deputed to me to supervise the cards. 

Q. He did not even check over your work? 

A. He knew that I was doing it right. 

Q. Answer the question. He did not even check 
over your work? 

A. He did not check over my time-cards. 
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Q. It is not usual for the foreman to check over 
the time-cards where they are checked up by an assist- 
ant timekeeper ? 

A. That is something I cannot answer, because I 
never worked at any other place where the time-cards 
were turned in in the same way.as they are in that 
work. 

Q. I notice that none of these time-cards are signed 
as correct. Do you know why? 

A. For this reason, that I never was asked to sign 
any card. I was only ordered to overlook these cards 
and see that they were correct. 

Q. Who gave you the orders? 

A. From the office I got orders to do it. 

Q. Who, in the office? 

A. I don’t know. The order was [285—197] 
sent to me from the office. 

Q. Sent to you from the office ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Sent by anyone, a written order? 

A. No, sir, not that I can recall. 

Q. Can you recall the order at all? 

‘A. I cannot recall the order. 

@. Was it a written order? 

A. I cannot recall whether it was written or verbal 
at the present moment, but I got my orders from the 
office. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Have you the clock cards, 
Mr. Frank? 

Mr. FRANK.—Yes. (Handing.) 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Are they in any order? 

Mr. FRANK.—No. . 
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Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Not at all? 

Mr. FRANK.—No. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Do they cover the men em- 
braced: in the 103 exhibits of the time-cards? 

. Mr. FRANK.—I presume they do as far as I 

know. 

‘Mr. MecCLANAHAN.—I will now introduce the 
clock cards of the following men for the following 
periods: 

C: Schmidt, pay ending September 25th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #1. 

C. Schmidt, pay ending September 11th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #2. 

John Benson, pay ending September 25th, 1909, Ex- 

Sita R, Ae 23. 

John Benson, pay ending September 11th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #4. 

P. Mockel, pay ending September 11th, 1909, Exhibit 
eee a). | 

P. Mockel, pay ending September 25th, 1909, Exhibit 
R. A. #6. 

John P. Wojdacki, pay ending September 25th, 1909, 

- Exhibit R. A. #7. 

D: Stimmel, pay ending August 28th, 1909, Septem- 
ber 11th, 1909, September 25th, 1909 (3 cards), 
H#8a, #8b, #8c. [286—198] 

George Driscoll, pay ending August 28th, 1909, and 
September 11th, 1909 (2 cards), Exhibit R. A. 
 4£9a, 49b. 

Willie Zaddart, pay ending September 11th, 1909, 

Exhibit R. A. #10. 
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Howard Beneleit, pay ending September 11th, 1909, 
Exhibit R. A. #11. 

Alfred Boyer, pay ending August 28th, 1909, a 
hibit R. A. #12. 

Alfred Boyer, pay ending September 25th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit Re A. sel: 

Alfred Boyer, pay ending September 11th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #14. 

H. G. Strowenjans, pay ending August 28th, 1909, 
Exhibit R. A. #15. 

H. G. Strowenjans, pay ending September 25th, 1909, 
Exhibit R. A. #16. 

H. G. Strowenjans, pay ending September 11th, 1909, 
atagoit ie Ansel. 

C. W. Higgins, pay ending August 28th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #18. 

C. W. Higgins, pay ending September 11th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #19. 

G. Martioli, pay ending August 28th, 1909, Exhibit 
R. A. #20. 

G. Martioli, pay ending September 25th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit Re A. se2ie 

G. Martioli, pay ending September 11th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #22, 

William Hay, pay ending August 28th, 1909, Exhibit 
R. A. 3528) 

William Hay, pay ending September 25th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #24. 

William Hay, pay ending September 11th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #26. = 
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J ames McDonald, pay ending August 28th, 1909, Ex- 
~ hibit R. A. #26. — 

James McDonald, pay ending September 25th, 1909, 
Exhibit R. A. #27. 

James McDonald, pay ending September 11th, 1909, 
Exhibit R. A. #28. 

James Kaszner, pay ending September 25th, 1909, 
Hmmibit ik. Ant 29: 

W. L. Megow, pay ending September 11th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #30. 

W. L. Megow, pay ending September 25th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #31. 

James Wilson, pay ending September 25th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #32. 

James Wilson, pay ending September 11th, 1909, Ex- 
intipeiwN, oo. 

John P. Wojdacki, pay ending September 11th, 1909, 
Exhibit R. A. #34. 

FH’. M. Fleming, pay ending September 11th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #35. 

F, M. Fleming, pay ending September 25th, 1909, Ex- 
“hibit R. A. #36. [287—199] 

Rudolf’ Shafer, pay ending September 11th, 1909, 
Exhibit R. A. #37. 

C. F. Peaslee, pay ending September 11th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #38. 

Joe Larrando, pay ending September 25th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #39. 

Joe Larando, pay ending September 11th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #40. 
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A. B. Watson, pay ending September 25th, 1909, Eix- 
hibit R. A. #41. 

A. B. Watson, pay ending September 11th, 1909, Eix- 
hibit R. A. #42. 

C. Chaquette, pay ending September 11th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #43. 

C. Chaquette, pay ending September 25th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #44. 

V. Williams, pay ending September 11th, 1909, and 
September 25th, 1909 (a cards), Exhibit R. A. 
# 45a, #45b. 

J. B. Pennycott, pay ending September 25th, 1909, 
Exhibit R. A. #46. 

J. B. Pennycott, pay ending September 11th, 1909, 
Exhibit R. A. #47. 

John C. Mello, pay ending September 25th, 1909, 
Exhibit R. A. #48. 

John C. Mello, pay ending September 11th, 1909, 
Exhibit R. A. #49. 

John C. Mello, pay ending August 28th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #50. 

J. L. Chandler, pay ending September 25th, 1909, 
Exhibit R. A. #51. 

J. L. Chandler, pay ending August 28th, 1909, and 
September 11th 1909 (2 cards), Exhibit R. A. 
H#52a, 252b. 

W. B. Thomas, pay ending August 28th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #53. 

W. B. Thomas, pay ending September 25th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #54. 
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W. B. Thomas, pay ending September 11th, 1909, 
Exhibit R. A. #55. 

J. Sucher, pay ending September 11th, 1909, Exhibit 
R. A. #56. 

J. Sucher, pay ending September 25th, 1909, Exhibit 
Rear sno. 

F. K. Young, pay ending September 11th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #58. 

F. K. Young, pay ending August 28th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #09. 

F. K. Young, pay ending September 25th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #60. 

Gus Albers pay ending 

Gus Albers, pay ending October 9th, 1909, Exhibit 
R. A. #62. [288—200] 

David Doig, Jr., pay ending August 28th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #68. 

David Doig, Jr., pay ending September 11th, 1909, 
Exhibit R. A. #64. 

David Doig, Jr., pay ending September 25th, 1909, 
Exhibit R. A. #65. 

Axel Persson, pay ending August 28th, 1909, Exhibit 
Rk. A. #66. 

Axel Persson, pay ending September 11th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #67. 

Axel Persson, pay ending September 25th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #68. 

John Ross, pay ending September 25th, 1909, Exhibit 
R. A. #69. 

N. P. Hicks, pay ending September 25th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #70. 
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N. Vasen, pay ending September 25th, 1909, Exhibit 
tease 71. 

N. Vasen, pay ending September 11th, 1909, Exhibit 
in. A. 272. 

N. Vasen, pay ending August 28th, 1909, Exhibit R. 
Ae. 

Tore Francisco, pay ending August 28th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #74. 

Tore Francisco, pay ending September 25th, 1909, 
lore ite AS io, 

Tore Francisco, pay ending September 11th, 1909, 
Exhibit R. A. #76. 

George A. Dunn, pay ending September 11th, 1909, 
Exhibit R. A. #77. 

Rudolf Dolenski, pay ending August 28th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #78. 

Rudolf Dolenski, pay ending September 11th, 1909, 
Exhibit R. A. #79. 

J. Jackson, pay ending September 11th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #80. 

B. Materne, pay ending September 11th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #81. 

James B. Gordon, pay ending September 25th, 1909, 
Exhibit R. A. #82. 

B. Materne, pay ending August 28th, 1909, Exhibit 
R. A. #83. 

M. D. Souza, pay ending September 11th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #84. 

M. D. Souza, pay ending September 25th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #85. 
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H. Sutherland, pay ending September 11th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #86. 

J. Cameron, pay ending August 28th, 1909, Exhibit 
Rl Av are. 

Thomas Pickersgill, pay ending September 25th, 
1909, R. A. #88. 

Thomas Pickersgill, pay ending September 11th, 
R. A. #89. 

G. D. Doig, pay ending September 25th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #90. [289—201] 

G. D. Doig, pay ending September 11th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #91. 

George Cuthbert, pay ending September 25th, 1909, 
Exhibit R. A. #92. 

George Cuthbert, pay ending September 11th, 1909, 
Exhibit R. A. #93. 

William Schmidt, pay ending September 11th, 1909, 
Exhibit R. A. #94. 

William Schmidt, pay ending August 28th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #95. 

William Schmidt, pay ending September 25th, 1909, 
Exhibit R. A. #96. 

R. Turner, pay ending September 11th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #97. 

R. Turner, pay ending September 25th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #98. 

R. Adamson, pay ending September 25th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #99. 

R. Adamson, pay ending August 28th, 1909, Exhibit 
R. A. #100. 
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R. Adamson, pay ending September 11th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #101. 
F. C. Heath, pay ending September 11th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #102. 
F. C. Heath, pay ending September 25th, 1909, Ex- 
hibit R. A. #108. 
Mr. MecCLANAHAN.—That is all. 
(An adjournment is here taken until Monday, Au- 
gust 21st, 1911, at 9:30 A.M.) [290—202] 


Monday, August 21, 1911. 

ROBERT ADAMSON, recalled. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—What is the last thing you 
have in the transcript of Saturday’s proceedings, Mr. 
Reporter ? 

(The Reporter reads.) 

That is the close of my cross-examination. 

Now, I wish to give notice of a motion which I in- 
tend to make before the Court to strike from the 
records all the witness Adamson’s testimony with 
reference to the time-cards that have been introduced, 
on the ground that the witness has shown on cross- 
examination that he has no knowledge of what por- 
tion, if any, of the work entered on the time-cards for 
the respondent’s ship ‘‘Hilonian’’ was the respond- 
ent’s ship ‘‘Hilonian,’’ but on the contrary the wit- 
ness’ testimony shows that the only job number ap- 
pearing on exhibits Adamson 1 to 108, inclusive, of 
which he has any present recollection was one which 
covers time and labor for which the respondent can- 
not be held responsible. And in this connection,. I 
again request counsel to furnish me with the job 
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numbers of the work done on the ‘‘Hilonian’’ that I 
may properly and intelligently cross-examine this 
witness and others who may follow, and my further 
knowledge to what extent the exhibits Adamson 1 to 
103 are material evidence in this case, even though 
they should be later on explained and connected up. 

Mr. FRANK.—When do you want to take that 
motion up? 

Mr. MecCLANAHAN.—The motion will not be 
necessary unless you refuse my request to give me 
those numbers. 

Mr. FRANK.—They will be given unquestionably 
when I arrive at [291—203] that point of the tes- 
timony which J am called on to prove it, unless you 
want to admit that those are the job numbers; if you 
will admit they are the job numbers for this job 
given out consecutively, of course I will get them for 
you; otherwise I cannot. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Unless I admit what are 
the job numbers? 

Mr. FRANK.—The job numbers I shall give you 
are the job numbers applying to the ‘‘ Hilonian.’’ 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—That is all I want. I want 
your statement of what the job numbers of the ‘‘ Hilo- 
mam’’ are. 

Mr. FRANK.—If you are going to put me to the 
proof of them that they are the job numbers, I will 
not be able to do it, but I shall have to call the wit- 
ness in due time to prove the job numbers as they 
are given out. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I understand you intend 
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to call a witness later on to prove the job numbers as 
they are given out? 

Mr. FRANK.—Yes. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Will you please furnish 
me with the job numbers that you expect to prove 
are the job numbers of the ‘‘ Hilonian’’? 

Mr. FRANK.—I cannot do that, unless you will 
admit they are the job numbers— 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I cannot do that. 

Mr. FRANK.— —and relieve me of that proof; 
otherwise I will have to go at it in that way. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I think, Mr. Frank, that 
I will have to decline to go on until that question 
is settled by the Court. We can go up there now. 
[ 292—204 ] 

Mr, FRANK.—I will redirect the witness, anyhow, 
because this motion— 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—It is not a motion; it is a 
reference to the Court as to whether we are entitled 
to the job numbers that you expect to prove. As I 
see it, the whole examination of the witness on his 
direct with reference to the time-cards must be ad- 
mitted to be immaterial under the showing made 
under cross-examination unless there is some connec- 
tion which is evident and the time-cards of the 
‘*Hilonian.”’ 

Mr. FRANK.—I expect to make that connection 
by the proof of another witness. You cannot call on 
me to produce the evidence until I have in the proper 
order the witness here to prove it. If you want to 
admit them as the job numbers of the ‘‘Hilonian”’ 


334 Matson Navigation Company vs. 


(Testimony of Robert Adamson.) 

we might be in a position to make some arrangement 
in regard to it. You are calling on me for the pro- 
duction of my evidence out of order, and that is 
hardly in order at all. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—In order to make good the 
evidence you have already put in that which is im- 
material. 

Mr. FRANK.—If I have not made good the evi- 
dence that I have already put in that is my lookout. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN,.—I think we had better go 
before the Court and settle the question before we 
proceed any further. 

Mr. FRANK.—That is not proper at this time. 

. Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—Whby not? 

Mr. FRANK.—You have concluded your cross- 
examination and I am entitled to my redirect exami- 
nation, and whatever that redirect examination may 
show with reference to the cross-examination of this 
witness before that question is brought up before 
{293—205] the Court. 

Mr. MecCLANAHAN.—I do not want to quarrel 
with you, Mr. Frank, as to how we shall proceed, but 
if we go up there now we will catch the Judge. 

Mr. FRANK.—The trouble with that is, that you 
want to present the question to the Judge on incom- 
plete testimony. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Do you expect to prove by 
this witness the numbers? 

Mr. FRANK.—No. I expect to redirect this wit- 
ness on cross-examination that you have already in- 
dulged in, and that was your part. 
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Mr. McCLANAHAN.—That has not anything to 
do with the immateriality of his evidence, because of 
the lack of identification of the job numbers. 

Mr. FRANK.—You cannot tell until the redirect 
is done. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—As I say, Mr. Frank, I do 
not want to quarrel with you about this particular 
matter, as to as soon as you have finished with the 
redirect examination, but we will get the Judge at 
10 o’clock if we go out there. 

Mr. FRANK.—The Judge cannot pass upon this 
question without having the testimony before him. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN,.—It is very simple. 

Mr, FRANK.—It is not very simple. The Judge 
cannot do that offhand, order us to produce any par- 
ticular part of our evidence. We have presented our 
evidence in the order we consider proper. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—TI have been objecting to 
the introduction of immaterial evidence. I have been 
helpless to prevent the introduction of immaterial 
evidence. I objected each time but I have been help- 
less. Now, I have reached a point where I must seek 
[294—206] recourse. I could not help myself. 
When you introduce a card and it is not shown that 
it is connected with the ‘‘ Hilonian,”’ it is immaterial, 
and I object to it on that ground. 

Mr. FRANK.—I expect to connect it up. It is 
every day matter, and done in regular order. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I will proceed with this 
witness now but I will not go any further until that 
question is settled. 
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Mr. FRANK.—Of course I will be pleased to take 
the matter up when it is in proper shape, with the 
Court, and argue your motion to strike out or any- 
thing else that you may see fit to present to the Court. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—There is another thing we 
might take up at this time. I wish, Mr. Frank, that 
the exhibits as they are introduced in evidence either 
be placed in the hands of the Commissioner, where I 
can have access to them, or that you and I amicably 
agree to let me take them to my office, say overnight. 
T do not want to intrude on the privacy of your office 
here; it is not pleasant; but I certainly have the right 
to examine those exhibits out of hours, and it is not 
convenient for me to do soif they remain in your pos- 
session. 

Mr. FRANK.—We shall have to find some way 
that we can make it convenient for you to examine 
the exhibits. I have no disposition to withhold them 
from you. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I knew you had not. 

Mr. FRANK.—But I want to have it done in some 
convenient way by which we can insure their not be- 
ing lost, because they are important exhibits in this 
ease. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Put them in the hands of 
the Commissioner, if [295—207] you are afraid 
they will be lost, and hold him responsible. 

Mr. FRANK.—It is not only that. As I suggested 
to you some time ago, we will have to fix some way 
by which they can be kept together; whether in the 
hands of the Commissioner or otherwise, in handling 


United Engineering Works. 337 


(Testimony of Robert Adamson.) 

them over, they are liable to be mixed or lost in some 
way. I do not say that you would lose them inten- 
tionally, but there will be a large number of these 
cards, and we have to find some way, by mutual con- 
sent, by which you can handle them and at the same 
time have them in such a shape that we will be as- 
sured that none of them have been lost. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Let us decide on some 
method now. You suggested that they should be 
kept on a Shannon file. 

Mr. FRANK.—I think, to arrange these cards will 
take a couple of days, and that will need an adjourn- 
ment until we have got them in shape. I think the 
file will be a good idea; in fact, the best idea. What 
do you say if we adjourn for a couple of days to get 
these things shaped up? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I do not see that they are 
out of order. 

Mr. FRANK.—I do. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I am talking about the ex- 
hibits in the case now. 

Mr. FRANK.—That is only a part of them. We 
have to do the whole set of them. We might as well 
do it and be done with it, and get them shaped up, so 
that we will not have any more trouble. Then you 
can examine them. There is a great deal of labor 
and detail in this, an enormous amount of labor. 
Perhaps you do not appreciate the amount of labor it 
takes to put these into shape until we adjust them so 
as to facilitate this [296—208] examination; it will 
take a good deal of time. 
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Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I do not want it. I think 
it is all immaterial. 

Mr. FRANK.—I am satisfied that on that point 
you will not succeed, and we might as well get them 
into shape. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—What I want is an oppor- 
tunity to examine the exhibits. 

Mr. FRANK.—What do you say to adjourning for 
a couple of days so that we can fix these up in order 
that you can handle them. We will get a lot of 
Shannon files, fix them up, and number the cards. 
Will that suit you? 

Mr. MceCLANAHAN.—I think two days is a long 
while to take to do it in. 

Mr. FRANK.—I am satisfied we will not succeed 
in doing it in two days by working all the time; it 
will take night work and day work to put them to- 
gether. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—That is the ecards not in- 
troduced in evidence. 

Mr. FRANK.—These as well as the others. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—TI should like an opportu- 
nity to examine these during the recess. 

Mr. FRANK.—We will put them into shape. We 
will adjourn for a day, if you think two days too 
much, and we will have them together at that time 
in shape, if we can; otherwise we can adjourn again 
so as to put them in shape. I am not anxious for 
this adjournment, because it is robbing me of a great 
deal of time, more than I expected to give, to this 
matter. JI have some other important things that are 
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pushing me very hard. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I suggest, if we are going 
to adjourn for a [297—209] day, that we go be- 
fore the Court and settle this question of the job 
numbers. 

Mr. FRANK.—I have to superintend this business 
of the cards. J cannot do two things at a time. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—Let us proceed with Mr. 
Adamson’s redirect examination. 


Redirect Examination. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Mr. Adamson, you were asked 
yesterday concerning Doig, Sr. ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you said that he was the foreman of the 
shop at this time and you were assistant foreman ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. How long before the time of this ‘‘Hilonian’”’ 
job was it that you were given this work of keeping 
the time of the men in the shop? 

A. About 6 or 8 months before the ‘‘ Hilonian”’ was 
at the works at that time. 

Q. Before that time who was keeping the time ? 

A. The foreman. 

Q. Mr. Doig? A. Mr. Doig. 

Q. What was the occasion of making the change? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—That is objected to as im- 
material. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Go on. A. Shall I answer? 

Q. Yes. 

A. Because it was found that it was too much for 
the one man to keep track of all the numbers and 
check the jobs that came in and oversee the work be- 
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ing done at the same time. 

Q. When you say ‘‘keep track of all the numbers”’ 
what do you mean? Keep track of the— 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I object to the suggestion 
of Mr. Frank. 

A. I mean by seeing that the proper number was 
put on each job [298—210] as it came into the 
shop. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. How about keeping the proper 
time of the men? 

A. And that the proper time was checked off that 
was put on that job every day. 

Q. By the men? A. No, sir, by me. 

Q. I do not mean checked off by the men. I mean 
the proper time that each man put on the job was 
checked off? 

A. That was my duty, to see that the men’s time 
was properly put down and that it was properly 
checked, the time they put on each job. 

Q. In other words, the duty of keeping the time of 
the men on each job was the duty that was assigned 
to you? 

A. That was assigned to me; this position that I 
held at that time was created absolutely for the pur- 
pose of keeping the proper time on the separate jobs 
as they come into the shop, and checking off the time 
that was put on each job. 

@. You said something about a place-table being 
put in the shop at that time? =A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was the purpose of that place-table ? 

A. So that I could lay off all the work on any job 
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that came into the shop and so that I could be handy 
right at the door where the jobs were landed and my 
attention was drawn to the job as it was put down 
there, and it was my duty to find the proper number 
of that job and paint it on with white paint before it 
left my table. 

Q. Paint it on with white paint? A. Yesrsir 

Q. Then as I understand you, as it came into the 
shop it was put on your table? 

A. Yes, sir; either on my table or the side of the 
table. [299—211] 

Q. Then you gave it its number by painting it 
with white paint on to the job? 

A. Yes, sir, right on the job. 

Q. Then you took it and did what with it? 

A. It was assigned to the man who was to work 
on it. 

Q. Who assigned it? 

A. I drew the foreman’s attention to it, and if he 
could not take the job at the time, he told me who 
to give it to. 

Q. Then what did you do? Give it to the man? 

A. Yes, sir, who was to work on the job. 

@. And take his time? A. And take his time? 

Q. On that table, I understood you to say some- 
thing about a list of numbers for each job. What 
was that? 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN,.—I object to all this line as 
improper redirect examination. 

A. Yes, sir; I got a list of the numbers from the 
office which was placed on my desk at the side of 
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that table, and on this list I always had to find the 
number of the job that came in. If the number was 
not on this list I got the proper number from the 
office to put on it. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. On this list that had this num- 
ber on, what, if any, direction was on there with re- 
spect to the nature of the work that was to be done 
under that number? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I object to this as im- 
proper redirect examination. 

A. That was generally specified on the list that I 
got against the number placed on that job, what 
was being done on it. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. In detail, or otherwise? - 

A. Very often in detail. [800—212] 

Q. Now, in case a new job came into the shop for 
a particular ship that was not on the list, or detailed 
under any particular number, what did you do? 

A. I immediately went to the office and found 
what number I was to place on that job. 

Q. How would you get the number, whether ver- 
bally or on a sheet? 

A. Either a card or a sheet, always written down. 

@. You would take that back to the shop? 

A. I would take that back to the shop, and I 
placed the number given on the job before it left 
my surface-table. 

Q. After all the work on the ship was completed, 
what did you do with those lists? 

A. Those lists were handed back to the office. 

Q. Now, with respect to the order in which these 
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several jobs and numbers appear on the card, I show 
you now Adamson’s Exhibit 96, simply for the pur- 
pose of illustration. There are numbers, 5225, 5401, 
5405 and 5404, running from the top down to the 
bottom. How would they be placed there, whether 
in the order in which the job was handed in, or was 
any order observed? 

Mr, McCLANAHAN.—That is objected to as im- 
proper redirect examination and as suggestive. 

A. They are put down in the order that the man 
works on the job. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. That is, as each job was handed 
to a man, the number and the job would succeed the 
previous number and job on the ecard. 

A. That is so. 

Q. And the last number on the card would be the 
last job of that day that came into that man? 

A. Yes, sir, that was handed to that man. 

@. And if he worked overtime, it would necessa- 
rily be upon that number? [801—213] 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—I object to that as sugges- 
tive, and calling for the conclusion of the witness. 

A. I say that the man always places his overtime 
on the last number on his card, the last job on which 
he works. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. The last job on which he 
works? A. For that day. 

Q. You said something on cross-examination 
about not being present at night; do you mean to 
say you did not remain there at any night-time, or 
any part of the night while work was being done in 
the shop? 
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A. Not necessarily. I would be there pretty often 
from, say, 8 o’clock or 10 o’clock until 11 at night, 
and sometimes until 12 o’clock at night. The rea- 
son for that was that I never was allowed to work 
all night, so that I might be there in the morning to 
have all the work checked as it came into the shop 
for every day. I was never allowed to work after 
12 o’clock for this reason, so that I would be able 
to be there in the morning. 

Q. If you left at 12 o’clock at night, what can you 
say about your personal knowledge of the work that 
was being done after 12 o’clock? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I suppose, Mr. Frank, 
that the question is directed to the time in contro- 
versy here, August and September, 1909. That is 
the understanding, is it? 

Mr. FRANK.—I am trying to direct my examina- 
tion to that time, but the cross-examination was not 
confined to that time. The witnesses were asked 
general questions that would cover long periods of 
time, as to their manner of handling the work, and 
I am crossing him on: that same proposition. [802 
—214] 

Q. Go on, Mr. Adamson, and answer the question. 

A. Well, I knew the men who were working on 
the job, and I knew the job they were working on, 
and I judged how long it would take to do that job, 
and I judged they had put the proper amount of 
work on it when I came there in the morning. 

Q. Is that the result of your experience in the 
business? 
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Mr. McCLANAHAN.—That is objected to as sug- 
gestive. 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. That is, whenever a job comes 
in you know yourself about how long it ought to 
take to finish that job? 

Mr. MceCLANAHAN.—I object to that as leading 
and suggestive. 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. You were asked concerning 
work on tools. State whether or not each particu- 
lar job may require special tools that are not of any 
use on any. other job. 

A. As a general thing, when a job comes into the 
shop and it is found necessary to make special tools 
for that job—and it is found necessary often to 
make special tools for that job, and that job alone— 
as I understand, the rule is that the engineer has 
the privilege of taking these tools with the ship, be- 
cause they are made especially for that ship and to 
be used on that ship; it is a rule that these tools are 
charged to any job and they have the privilege of 
taking these tools with the job. 

Q. You have not said anything about whether 
they could be used on other jobs? 

A. That is quite possible but not very probable. 

Q. As a general thing then, they are not applica- 
ble to any other use? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—That is objected to as 
leading and suggestive. [803—215] 

A. No, sir, they are not applicable. 
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Mr. FRANK.—Q. Something was said concern- 
ing some of your men having worked on the ship. 
Tn such a case to whom do those men hand in their 
time-cards? 

A. To the timekeeper that was taking charge of 
the job on the ship. 

Q. Not handed in to you at all? 

A. No, sir; they are outside time-cards, with the 
exception, probably, of the first day that I send them 
down there; if they have part of the day in the shop 
and probably they have the shop time made out, and 
they work part of that night, and probably all of 
that night, they put the time on at the end of that 
white card, and that is handed out as outside time. 
I know that that man has been on that job, and I 
check off that job, but all the time after seeing it 
was checked by the timekeeper on the ship. 

Q. That card is not handed to the timekeeper on 
the ship? A. Not as a rule. 

Q. It is handed to you? 

A. Yes, sir, because it is our shop card. 

Q. And it indicates, as you say on the card, 
whether or not the work has been done on the out- 
side or inside? 

A. Yes, sir; they always put outside something to 
indicate that they have been on board of the ship. 

Q. In this ease do you remember how many men 
in your shop worked out on the ship? 

A. So far as I remember, only two or three 
worked on the ship who had time that I checked off, 
as far as I can remember now. I can distinctly re- 
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member one that worked on that ship, and that was 
William Thomas, and if I am not mistaken, another 
was William Schmidt. These men had occasion to 
go down, [304—216] both, in connection with the 
work they were doing in the shop to the ship and 
worked part of the time there. 

Q. With reference to apprentices, state whether 
or not they do journeyman’s work. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—That is objected to as not 
proper redirect examination. 

A. I have got to state that after they have been 
two years at the trade, they are capable of doing a 
journeyman’s work in the shop. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. With reference to the nature 
of the work done by any particular man, and entered 
under the portion of the card ‘‘ Articles worked on,”’ 
what, if anything, can you say regarding different 
names being used by different men for the same 
piece of work? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I object to the question as 
not being intelligible, leading and suggestive. 

A. Well, in some cases some men will call a pis- 
ton rod a pison rod. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Without the ‘‘t.”’ 

A. That is right. In another case a man will call 
that a shaft. 

Q. Now, just a moment. Let us get back to that. 
Just read that, Mr. Reporter, so that the witness 
will undersand that you have left out the ‘‘t’’ in the 
Second piston, and see if that is what he means. 

(The Reporter reads the answer to the witness.) 
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A. I said ‘‘piston’’ twice. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—That is not so. 

Mr. FRANK.—If the reporter makes a mistake 
in hearing the [805—217] witness, I presume he 
is entitled to correct it. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Unfortunately the witness 
verified the Reporter’s version of the answer. 

Mr. FRANK.—He still misunderstood the Re- 
porter leaving out the ‘‘t.’’ It is plain as the nose 
on a man’s face. 

Q. Now, proceed and finish your answer, Mr. Ad- 
amson. You said he would eall it a shaft; what is 
the rest. 

A. Well, one man may know the name of a job or 
eall it a bracket for a special purpose, and another 
man will only designate it as a bracket; he does not 
know what the thing is used for. When it is put 
down in that form, if I know what the man has been 
working on, I check off the time as correct. If I 
know what the man has been working on, that his 
name can be applied to that job. 

Q. Are there other details in which the same job 
is called different names by different men at the 
work? 

A. Yes, sir; certain pieces can be classed under 
different names which the man thinks is the proper 
name for the job at the time, the man in making 
out his time-card, and writing out the piece on his 
time-card. If I know that that designates the piece 
that that man has been working on, when I check 

off his card, I mark it off as correct, because I know 
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he has been working on that piece, and that is the 
name of the piece to the best of his judgment. 

Q. Mr. Adamson, you have been asked to make a 
check mark on a piece of yellow paper which has 
been introduced as an exhibit. Take one of these 
time-cards and take your pencil and make a num- 
ber of check marks on there. 

A. As I did before? 

Q. Yes, just write on each line as you did. Just 
check them down. 

A. Yes. (The witness illustrates.) [806218] 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that that be marked as an 
exhibit in the case. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Libelant’s Exhibit, Adam- 
son 1038A.’’) 

Q. I notice that you have on a pair of very dark 
glasses; what is the trouble, Mr. Adamson? 

A. [ have got an ulcer on my right eye. 

Q. An ulcer on your right eye? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That has been the condition during this entire 
examination ? 

A. Yes, sir, and some time before it. 

Q. How long have you had that? 

A. I have had it the last three weeks. 

Q. You have had these glasses on for that condi- 
tion during this entire examination ? 

A. Yes, sir. I have got to wear them because of 
the pain caused me by the bright light going into 
the eye; it is in such a condition that it will not bear 
the bright light, it causes me great pain. 

Q. During the time covered by the time that the 
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‘‘Hilonian’’ was at your works, were there extra 
men employed in your department? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I object to that question 
as improper redirect examination, and further, on 
the ground that the witness has disclaimed all 
knowledge of the time at which the ‘‘Hilonian”’ was 
at the works of the United Engineering Works. 

Mr. FRANK.—I will change the question. 

Q. During the time covered by the cards that you 
have already examined and that are put in evidence, 
were there extra men employed in the works in 
your department? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I object to the question on 
the ground that it is not proper redirect examina- 
tion, and further that it is incompetent, irrelevant 
and immaterial. [807—219] 

Mr. FRANK.—I will state to you that I have some 
further cards to introduce in evidence that I did 
not have or know of at the time that I put in the 
other cards, and it is preliminary to the introduction 
of those cards that I ask this question. 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I now hand you a card and ask you to examine 
it and state whether or not that is a card of a man 
employed in your department at the time stated on 
said card. 

A. Yes, sir; that is a machinist employed in my 
department at that time. 

Q. Was that card handed in by you to the office? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Taken up in the same form as the other cards? 


Umited Engineering Works. 351 


(Testimony of Robert Adamson. ) 

A. Yes, sir, and checked off in the same way and 
found to be correct at the time that I checked it off. 

Q. At the time that you checked it over, the job 
numbers and hours worked were correct? 

A. All correct. 

Mr, FRANK.—I ask that that be marked “‘ Adam- 
son Exhibit No. 104.”’ 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—Wait a moment. 

Q. You do not know that any of that work went 
into the ‘‘ Hilonian’’ do you? 

A. I don’t remember the numbers that were on the 
‘‘Hilonian”’ at the time, but I know, if these are the 
‘‘Hilonian’’ numbers, that that is what the man 
worked on. 

Q. I understand that you do not know any of the 
‘*Hilonian’’ numbers at this time; is that correct ? 

A. I don’t remember what numbers were on the 
‘*Hilonian’’ at the time. 

@. Therefore, you cannot swear that any of that 
work on that card went into the ‘‘Hilonian.”’ 

A. J can swear this far,— 

Q. Answer that question, can you? 

A. I cannot swear now. [3808—220] 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Then I object to it on the 
ground that it is incompetent, irrelevant, immaterial, 
and not binding on this respondent until it is shown 
that one or more of the numbers on that card repre- 
sented work done on the steamship ‘‘Hilonian.”’ 

Mr. FRANK.—We will connect it up. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I object to any further 
cards being introduced in evidence unless they are 
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properly identified as to being ‘‘Hilonian”’ job num- 
bers. 

Mr. FRANK.—I will connect them up. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—TI decline to go ahead, Mr. 
Frank, until that question has been passed upon by 
the Court. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I notice, as on the other cards, 
there is a red ink change of number there. Is that 
done in the same way as the others, at your order 
and in your presence ? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—Just mark that card, Mr. Reporter. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I object to it being marked 
as an exhibit, and decline to go ahead with this hear- 
ing until the Court has passed on our right to know 
the job numbers of the ‘‘Hilonian’’ before any more 
cards are introduced. 

Mr. FRANK.—Just mark it, Mr. Reporter. (Ad- 
dressing counsel.) You have your objections down. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—If the Commissioner were 
here, he would not mark it. 

Mr. FRANK.—Yes, he would. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I doubt it, when I am ask- 
ing that the very matter in the card should go before 
the Court. 

Mr. FRANK.—Just mark the card, Mr. Reporter. 
The whole matter [3809—221] will be presented to 
the Court at the proper time. If you do not want to 
go on now, I will adjourn it to a convenient time, as 
we stipulated this morning, and we can take our cards 
and fix them. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—When can we take the 
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matter up with the Court? This afternoon? 

Mr. FRANK.—Yes. 

(An adjournment was here taken until to-morrow 
morning, Tuesday, August 22d, 1911, at 9:30 A. M.) 
[310—222] 

Monday, August 21st, 1911. 

‘(At the hour of 2 P. M., the following proceedings 
were had before Judge J. J. DE HAVEN:) 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—This is a case, if your 
Honor please, brought for repair work by the United 
Engineering Works against the Matson Navigation 
Company, on a ship, the ship being the ‘‘ Hilonian,”’ 
one of the Matson steamers. 

The libelant, in making proof of the value of the 
work, is introducing what are called time-cards kept 
in the shop of work done on various jobs. The cards 
contain, and the evidence shows that each job is num- 
bered with what is called a job number. These time- 
ecards have on them a number of these job numbers. 
There have been introduced in evidence so far over 
100 of these time-cards, and on them there are more 
than 100 different job numbers. The witness says 
that he knows nothing about whether the work rep- 
resented by these numbers and these cards was done 
on the ‘‘Hilonian.’’ Mr. Frank says he will connect 
it up later on in his case, but we ask that he now re- 
veal to us the job numbers on the ‘‘ Hilonian’’ so that 
when we cross-examine the man we can do it intelli- 
gently; in other words, we are presented with cards 
showing 100 numbers on them, and the ‘‘ Hilonian”’ 
job number is undisclosed. We are handicapped 
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and fettered in our right of cross-examining the man 
on the ‘‘Hilonian’’ job number. A lot of immaterial 
evidence is going in. Some of the evidence, we sup- 
pose, may be connected up later on. We do not know 
what the job number is, and when the witness is put- 
ting this evidence in we cannot cross-examine upon 
it. We may take a number on the card and examine 
him as to that number, but it may not be the ‘‘ Hilon- 
ian’? job number. Weareataloss [3811—223] to 
know what it is. Mr. Frank has suggested or may 
suggest that we have the ‘‘ Hilonian’’ numbers. That 
isnot so. The libelant has the bills for the work and 
on it are the numbers at the bottom and supposedly 
the numbers are the ‘‘Hilonian’s.’’ When the work 
was being done a time-book was kept by us on the 
job, and on this time-book the numbers were put 
showing the job that the man was working on. 
Those job numbers on the time-book do not corre- 
spond with the job numbers on our pill. The job 
numbers on our bill do not correspond with the job 
numbers being introduced in evidence on these time- 
cards, so we are utterly at a loss to know what the 
‘‘Hilonian’’ job number is. All we ask is that we 
may have that number given to us, so that we may 
properly cross-examine the man on the material evi- 
dence contained in the time-cards, and not when our 
opportunity to cross-examine 1s passed. 

The COURT.—What objection is there to this? 

Mr. FRANK.—This has taken an entirely differ- 
ent position from what appeared at the time we ad- 
journed this morning. Mr. McClanahan has cross- 
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examined this witness I think for two or three days. 
He announced on Saturday that he had finished the 
cross-examination of the witness. This morning he 
he comes in and makes this statement. I cannot 
understand how he can be fettered with respéctto 
the cross-examination of the witness by the job num- 
bers: ‘The job numbers are there. The witiicss’ has 
stated that the cards are an entirety. They cannot 
be separated. There is a card, for instance, with sev- 
eral job numbers on which as they run down can be 
seen. What I am doing is, proving by this witness 
at this time that the entries on those cards were cor- 
rect, checked up by him and known to be correct at 
that time. That is all I am doing at the present time, 
and [3812—224] all I can do with this witness. I 
have not finished with the witness even, and Mr. Mc- 
Clanahan comes forward and wants me to interrupt 
the testimony that is coming, in order, as he says, to 
facilitate his cross-examination. There will be no 
objection to Mr. McClanahan after the job numbers 
are in and proven up, to further cross-examine the 
witness if he wants to. I will have no objection to 
that. But for the life of me I cannot see how his 
knowledge of the job numbers will have anything to 
do with the cross-examination of the witness; in fact 
he had closed his examination before he did that. I 
told Mr. McClanahan this morning I would try to 
get the job numbers in. This has to be taken from 
the cards, and it is an immense job. I do not know 
whether your Honor appreciates the situation. Here 
is a factory, with many hundreds of men working 
there on pieces of different work for an hour or two 
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or 7 or 8 or 9 hours, whatever it may be, and it is the 
record of those pieces of work as kept from day to 
day—and some of them nearly two years ago—it is 
the getting out of that record that is a difficult pro- 
cess; and these job numbers also run with lists that 
go on these different numbers; they run consecutively 
as the testimony shows. I said to Mr. McClanahan, 
‘‘T have no objection to get the job numbers out for 
you and give them to you if you will admit that those 
are the numbers that belong to the ‘Hilonian.’’’ He 
said, “‘I will not admit that at all.’’ Then I said, 
‘‘There is no other recourse left for me but to prove 
them in the ordinary way. When the time comes I 
will have the proper witness and have the proper rec- 
ords to prove them, and connect them with these 
cards.”’ 

The COURT.—I cannot see what objection there 
is to stating [313—225] that you claim that the 
number is 300, for instance. 

Mr. FRANK.—I will have to work those out, and 
get them out myself. There is a large list. 

The COURT.—You cannot do it if you have not 
got them at your hands, but I do not see the objection 
to giving that job number. 

‘Mr. FRANK.—Nor do I, but I should like to know 
the materiality of it. If I try the case I try it this 
way: I prove my cards, connect up my card number 
by the:particular portions of the testimony in due 
course, and soon. Mr. McClanahan announced him- 
self as having finished the cross-examination of this 
witness. He cross-examined him for two or three 
days and announced himself as done. Suddenly he 
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brings forth this proposition, that he could not cross- 
examine the witness any more without a knowledge of 
those job numbers, than he had done. If there is 
some particular reason why they are at this particu- 
lar time necessary for the purpose of the examina- 
tion of the witness I think I am entitled to know it 
because then I would have to throw out my entire 
plan of putting in my evidence. It is not an ordi- 
nary matter where we can switch from one thing to 
another. It takes days to prepare these cards. 
Some of these men have been working at night to get 
them in shape, and put together, out of the records 
of the office. I suggested to Mr. McClanahan, 
in order to facilitate this matter, that we take this 
testimony over at the works where the men were at 
hand and where we could turn to them quickly, but 
Mr. McClanahan did not find it convenient to do so, so 
that makes it additionally difficult for us to get at the 
material. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I erave your Honor’s in- 
dulgence a moment because Mr. Frank’s statement 
ealls for a reply. The question, [314—226] as 
originally put to the witness, when the first of the 
cards was introduced conveying the impression that 
the witness was testifying that the cards contained all 
the work on the ‘‘Hilonian,’’ that is, that all the 
ecards was ‘‘Hilonian’’ work. To every question, 
and the introduction of every one of the 103 cards 
I objected to as being immaterial. On cross-exam- 
ination of the witness it turned out that the witness 
knew nothing about the work, did not know where it 
went and did not know what the ‘‘Hilonian’’ job 
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numbers were. I then asked Mr. Frank to produce, 
and asked him on two occasions during the cross- 
examination,to produce the job numbers. He has 
‘declined to produce them until he sees fit to do so 
later on in his case. J am handicapped in my cross- 
examination. I cannot ask the man a question with 
surety, knowing it is a question relating to the 
‘‘Hfilonian’’ work because he does not know, nor do I, 
the job numbers. Mr. Frank says it is a long job to 
get the ‘‘Hilonian’’ job numbers. He must know 
them or he would not be introducing these cards in 
evidence. He must know what they are. He could 
not have selected these particular cards out of the 
thousands in the shop unless he knew that on them 
were the job numbers of the ‘‘Hilonian.’’ Of course 
he’ knows them. All we want is to know the numbers 
so {at we may properly cross-examine the witness. 
Mr. FRANK.—Personally, I do not know any- 
thing about the job numbers. I want to call your 
Honor’s attention to this fact. The gentleman says 
he is under difficulty by reason of not having the job 
numbers. When this case came up originally they 
made admissions to over $22,000 of this work, more 
than two-thirds of the work, to which they evidently 
had no objection, and the details of which they must 
have, or they never [815—227] could have made 
the admissions. They had all the figures and every- 
thing connected with it. In spite of my endeavors to 
get the thing reduced to a position where we could 
handle it with certainty and facility by having them 
make those admissions of record with respect to the 
particular items that they admitted were due. I was 
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unable to do it. I cannot see now how the thing can 
be facilitated—it may be more mixed up—if I am 
thrown out of my course of examination, or how it 
could be made plainer by getting the job numbers at 
the present time. 

The COURT.—How can that embarrass the libel- 
ant. I cannot see. 

Mr. FRANK.—It changes the order of my proof. 

The COURT.—As I understand, all the respond- 
ent wants is simply the job number of that work? 

Mr. FRANK.—How can it help him? It is nota 
number. You understand that. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I do not know. It may be 
one, and it may be two. There are ten numbers on 
the bills, but none of them on the time-book corre- 
spond to those bills. 

Mr. FRANK.—You have got the number on the 
time-book ? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The numbers on the time- 
book do not correspond with the numbers on the bills. 
There are over 100 separate and distinct numbers on 
these cards. It is not fair for us to guess at the num- 
ber which is the material number in this case. All 
the other numbers are immaterial, and belong to some 
other ship. I cannot examine the man intelligently 
until I do know whether I am examining him on a 
piece of work that went into the ‘‘ Hilonian’’ under a 
certain number. 

Mr. FRANK.—TI cannot understand that position. 
Your Honor [3816—228] is laboring under diffi- 
eulty in not knowing what the situation is, and how 
the testimony stands. Here is a man that has a card 
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which he checks up, and all of his testimony is simply 
to this effect, that this card is checked up by him 
every night, and when checked up is known by him to 
be a correct transcript of the jobs on which the man 
worked, and the time he put on those several jobs. 
As Mr. McClanahan said, he did not attempt to dis- 
tinguish the job numbers. He said he did not know 
them. He said he had no recollection of what the job 
numbers are now. He has no recollection of any of 
those things. How that can facilitate his cross- 
examination of the man as to the question of whether 
or not he checked up those at the time, and knew them 
to be correct, passes my understanding. As Mr. Mc- 
Clanahan himself said, he said, ‘‘I do not know at 
this time, I have no recollection at this time of the job 
numbers belonging to the ‘Hilonian’; all I know is I 
checked up those, and they were right at the time 
both as to numbers and as to hours.’’ He passes 
these cards into the office. That is to be followed by 
the testimony of the man who receives the cards, and 
who gave the numbers out. Whenever a job comes 
in it goes to him with a number and detail as to the 
work performed under that number. He has no 
recollection of the number or anything about it. 
What possible testimony there could be elicited; 
what possible connection with the cross-examination 
of those facts with that witness, the possession of the 
job numbers would be, I cannot understand. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Mr. Frank knows I cross- 
examined this witness for fully a half a day at hap- 
hazard, taking and assuming in my own mind that a 
certain job number was the job number [817—229] 
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of the ‘‘Hilonian.’’ There was one card with a num- 
ber that I understood was the ‘‘Hilonian’s’’ about 
work done on a trolley rail. I examined him on the 
trolley-rail proposition because no trolley-rail work 
was done on our boat. 

Mr. FRANK.—Yes, it was. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Suppose it turns out after 
that that is not a job number of the ‘‘Hilonian.’’ All 
that has gone for nothing, whereas if I knew the job 
numbers of the ‘‘ Hilonian’’ I would be cross-examin- 
ing him to some purpose. The record is full of 
innumerable instances which I have selected at hap- 
hazard, not being able to get the numbers, where I 
have examined him on different pieces of work, and 
received his testimony. It may all amount to noth- 
ing. 

The COURT.—Have you got one of those numbers 
here? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Yes. 

The COURT.—Let me see what it looks like. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—There is a complete copy 
of the numbers appearing on those cards (handing). 

The COURT.—Where is one of those cards? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—There is not one here. It 
is about the size of a postal card with the number in 
pencil down the side, the worked performed out here 
(illustrating) and the man’s name at the top. 

Mr. FRANK.—It runs this way ‘‘job number,”’ 
‘number of hours,’’ ‘‘articles worked on,’’ and the 
numbers run down here, and the hours down here 
(illustrating). Probably three or four or five of 

% 
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those give a short memorandum of what the work 
was. 

The COURT.—Nothing to indicate what portion 
of it was done on this boat? [318—230] 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—No. 

Mr. FRANK.—In some cases; yes. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—They are as rare as hen’s 
teeth. 

Mr. FRANK.—In some cases, no. This is what I 
understood was coming up, and this is what took 
place this morning: 

‘Now, I wish to give notice of a motion which I 
intend to make before the Court to strike from the 
records all the witness Adamson’s testimony with 
reference to the time-cards that have been intro- 
duced, on the ground that the witness has shown on 
cross-examination that he has no knowledge of what 
portion, if any, of the work entered on the time-cards 
for the respondent’s ship ‘ Hilonian’ was the respond- 
ent’s ship ‘Hilonian,’ but on the contrary the witness’ 
testimony shows that the only job number appearing 
on exhibits Adamson 1 to 103, inclusive, of which he 
has any present recollection was one which covers 
time and labor for which the respondent cannot be 
held responsible. And in this connection, I again re- 
quest counsel to furnish me with the job numbers of 
the work done on the ‘ Hilonian’ that I may properly 
and intelligently cross-examine this witness and 
others who may follow, and my further knowledge to. 
what extent the Exhibits Adamson 1 to 103 are ma- 
terial evidence in this case, even though they should 
be later on explained and connected up. 


United Engineering Works. 363 

Mr. FRANK.—When do you want to take ilies 
—" up? 

, McCLANAHAN.—The motion will not be 
necessary unless you refuse my request to give me 
those numbers. 

Mr. FRANK.—They will be given unquestionably 
when IJ arrive at that point of the testimony where I 
am called on to prove it, [819—231] unless you 
want to admit that those are the job numbers; if you 
will admit they are the job numbers for this job given 
out consecutively, of course J will get them for you; 
otherwise I cannot. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Unless I admit what are 
the job numbers? 

Mr. FRANK.—The job numbers. I shall give 
you are the job numbers applying to the ‘ Hilonian.’ 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—That is all I want. I want 
your statement of what the job numbers of the ‘ Hilo- 
nian’ are. * 

Mr. FRANK.—If you are going to put me to the 
proof of them that they are the job numbers, I will 
not be able to do it, but I shall have to call the witness 
in due time to prove the job numbers as they are 
given out. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN,.—I understand you intend to 
call a witness later on to prove the job numbers as 
they are given out? 

Mr. FRANK.—Yes. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Will you please furnish 
me with the job numbers that you expect to prove are 
the job numbers of the ‘Hilonian’? . 

Mr. FRANK.—I cannot do that, unless you will 
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admit they are the job numbers— 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—TI cannot do that. 

Mr. FRANK.—. —and relieve me of that proof; 
otherwise I will have to go at it in that way.” 

The COURT.—Have you not any idea what the 
job numbers are? Suppose he calls for proof. 

Mr. FRANK.—TI should have to go to the record 
for it. 

The COURT.—In some way you would have to find 
out something before you put in the evidence. [820 
—232 | 

Mr. FRANK.—Certainly. 

The COURT.—You introduce one of these cards, 
we will say, and there are certain numbers on it, 1708, 
or 1717, or 5289. I understand that not all of the 
worl: appearing on that card was work done on the 
SaLintonian,”’ 

Mr. FRANK.—That is right. 

The COURT.—Don’t you know that some part of 
the work was done on the ‘‘ Hilonian’’? 

Mr. FRANK.—It is handed to me by the clerk as 
being a card that has to do with the ‘‘Hilonian.”’ I 
would have to connect it up afterwards. [821—233] 

The COURT.—My impression is you are not en- 
titled to introduce any card unless you can specify 
what particular part of it you think is relevant. 

Mr. FRANK.—Very well. Then I will prove 
them up for identification so that they will be iden- 
tified, and when I get the job numbers I will connect 
them up and enter them. It is only a matter of order 
putting them in the record. If that is the position 
I will withdraw them at present from the testimony 
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as it stands so that they will be perfectly identified, 
and as soon as I get the job numbers proved up I 
can take and offer them regularly. I really have not 
offered them regularly yet. I only asked to have 
them marked as exhibits. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I do not think that is a fair 
suggestion. 

The COURT.—I do not see that you can compel 
him to introduce them without he wants to. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—He has introduced them 
over my objection and I have tried to cross-examine 
the witness, and he wants the record to stand. 

The COURT.—TI understand now he wants to-with- 
draw them. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Then all the record must 
be withdrawn. 

The COURT.—Yes. 

Mr. FRANK.—I do not understand how the rec- 
ord is to be withdrawn. They are all identified 
and the testimony is in the record. They are all 
identified. It does not mean that the testimony of 
the witness shall be stricken out because temporarily 
the cards are not put in as exhibits. | 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—BEvery card that was of- 
fered I objected to as immaterial, irrelevant and in- 
competent and not binding on the respondent. 

Mr. FRANK.—Very well, I can offer them again. 
[322—234] 

The COURT.—I rule you have no right to intro- 
duce one of those cards in evidence without being 
able to specify what particular portion of it is rele- 
vant to the case. 
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“Mr. FRANK.—I could not do that to save my 
neck now, and there will perhaps be 1000 or 1200 
cards, so that it will take a great deal of time to do it. 

The COURT.—That, of course, is a misfortune. 
If you do not know now what portion is relevant, 
it will be very difficult for anyone else to find out. 

Mr. FRANK.—I understand, but it will be pointed 
out, © 
The COURT.—Let it be pointed out when you in- 
troduce your evidence, what portion of it is relevant. 

-Mr. FRANK.—That means that I will have to ex- 
amine two witnesses at the same time. Your Honor 
does not appreciate the difficulty. 

Mr. MceCLANAHAN.—Just admit what the num- 
bers are. ‘That is all that is necessary. 

Mr. FRANK.—Personally, I cannot admit until 
I am advised what they are. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—Your client must know. 
Tey made out our bills and put the job numbers on. 

Mr. FRANJS.—You say they are not on your bills? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—They do not correspond 
with the time-book or the job numbers. 

The COURT.—I think you can get your witness 
and find out what are the job numbers referring to 
the particular cards, then they will explain them- 
selves. 

Mr. FRANK.—Certainly. That is what I pro- 
pose to do. If Mr. McClanahan does not want me 
at this time to introduce them in evidence I will re- 
introduce them. [3823—235] 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—They have been intro- 
duced and I insist that the whole record be expunged 
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if you are going to withdraw them. 

Mr. FRANK.—I do not see that that is regular 
or just or right. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—It is so simple to produce 
those numbers. 

Mr. FRANK.—You must admit, Mr. McClanahan, 
that you have spent three days in cross-examining 
the witness and closed the cross-examination. If it 
suddenly has appeared to be necessary to cross-ex- 
amine the witness, that you must get the job num- 
bers, there must be some particular reason for it. 

The COURT.—I do not see myself how it can pos- 
sibly injure the libelant to produce the job numbers. 
It must be a part of the record there, and I think 
it will do no more harm to do that than it would be 
to produce the bill. 

Mr. FRANK.—What if I produce what I consider 
are the job numbers and he cross-examines the wit- 
ness on them, and I afterwards bring the witness 
to prove they are the job numbers of that vessel and 
there is a mistake in it. Where are we at and what 
have I done? We would get the record so mixed 
up that we cannot make head or tail of it. I have 
asked him, if I tell him the job numbers to admit 
they are, but he denies to do it. Then I must do 
it in the regular way. 

The COURT.—The easiest way is when you pro- 
duce one of those papers, is to prove right then and 
there what the job number is that is on that paper 
which relates to this case. 

Mr. FRANK.—And let us call two witnesses ? 

The COURT.—Yes, a half a dozen witnesses if 
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necessary. It will all come out straight. If you 
introduce a paper that you claim has any relevancy 
to it, I do not see any reason why you cannot say so. 
You can say, ‘*This item here No. 4002, is the one 
[324—236] that we rely on.”’ 

Mr. FRANK.—TI understand that, but the very 
difficulty I have suggested is not cured by that. If 
he will admit the job numbers—I cannot understand 
why he could not admit they are the job numbers and 
be done with it—we would be out of our difficulty. 
It is not only a matter of convenience for him but 
forme. It is a give and take proposition, and I am 
entitled to as much consideration as he is entitled to. 
It is not all to have but something to give. 

The COURT.—He cannot ask you to do anything 
more than produce what you claim to be the job 
numbers. That is all he can ask you to do. When 
you introduce the paper all he can ask you is, ‘‘ What 
particular item on this do you claim has any rele- 
vancy to this case?’’ In addition to that, you have 
not any right to say, ‘‘I will not tell you what it is 
unless you will admit when I give you the number 
that that is the number.’’ 

Mr. FRANK.—Do I not over and over again, in 
the trial of a case, connected it afterwards? I can- 
not make proof of two matters at the same time. 

Mr. MceCLANAHAN.—Not where it hampers the 
cross-examination. No court will allow that. 

The COURT.—I think you have my ruling or my 
views in regard to it. I do not see any objection to 
giving it. If it is more satisfactory to the other 
side to give all your numbers at once on a sheet of 


United Engineering Works. 369 


paper, you can do it, otherwise when you introduce 
a sheet of paper on request, you must show what 
particular part you claim is relevant to the case. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Mr. Frank does not know 
if it is material or not, under his own statement, if 
he does know the job numbers. [3825—237] 

Mr. FRANK.—I am not the witness. I take the 
testimony handed me by my people. 

The COURT.—If it causes any longer delay, that 
is a misfortune, but I do not see how it can be done 
any other way. [826—238] 


Tuesday, August 22d, 1911. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I think the card question 
should be settled now. 

Mr. FRANK.—That is what I want to settle with 
you if wecan. Iam perfectly willing that the cards 
should go into the possession of the Commissioner 
to enable you to examine them in any way you want, 
but I wish to get a copy of them. Yesterday we 
agreed that those cards should be arranged on Shan- 
non Files. We are having the files made, and they 
ought to be up here. The Court has ruled that I 
must indicate on each one of those cards the par- 
ticular part that I desire to consider relevant, and 
what the number is. I am willing to do that. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—As you make the copy of 
the cards you can turn the finished exhibit over to the 
Commissioner. 

Mr. FRANK.—Certainly. | 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I do not want to wait until 
you finish the copying of the whole of the cards before 
I commence my examination. 
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Mr. FRANK.—We can finish to-day with these 
cards we have already introduced. Then we will 
have the copies made as we go along. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—You can finish those 103 
in a day? 

Mr. FRANK.—Yes. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Copying the whole card? 

Mr. FRANK.—Yes. 

Mr. MecCLANAHAN.—You must have a large 
clerical force then. 

Mr. FRANK.—I do not think there will be any 
trouble about that. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I am very glad we are go- 
ing to have no [3827—239] trouble over the cards. 

Mr, FRANK.—There was never any necessity for 
trouble. It is a fair give and take. I am always 
willing to do that. I preserve my rights as well as 
you preserve your rights. We will let the thing 
stand at that and will go to work and fix up those 
ecards. We will adjourn now until to-morrow morn- 
ing. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Don’t you want to go on 
with Mr. Adamson ? 

Mr. FRANK.—We will go on regularly then. I 
have to go back over these cards and indicate the 
relevant portion. Mr. Curtis has to get the num- 
bers and be here ready to give me the suggestions. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—There is no need to go back 
over the cards introduced in evidence. When you 
have once given the job numbers, and they appear 
in the record, we can by stipulation agree that those 
numbers appearing on the cards are the relevant 
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numbers and pertain to the relevant portion of the 
cards. It will be an unnecessary task to go back 
over each card and say what part is relevant. 

Mr. FRANK.—If we adopt that plan we will have 
to make a stipulation in respect to it in view of what 
passed yesterday before the Court, so that there will 
be no misunderstanding about it, and then the record 
will stand perfect. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—What stipulation do you 
mean? Such as I have suggested ? 

Mr. FRANK.—A stipulation that the cards be 
considered as regularly introduced in evidence in 
compliance with the suggestion made to the Court 
vesterday. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—That can be based on your 
furnishing first a list of the claim of the ‘‘Hilonian”’ 
job numbers. [328—240] 

Mr. FRANK.—That is it. We will make some 
stipulation of that sort. We will arrange that de- 
tail in the morning when I have gone over the mat- 
ter, so that I know exactly where I stand with re- 
spect to it. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Then you prefer not to go 
on this morning? 

Mr. FRANK.—I could not very well because I am 
not furnished with the details. I will get these 
ecards copied up and the Shannon Files here, and 
everything ready to go on regularly. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—At half-past 9 to-morrow 
morning? 

Mr. FRANK.—Yes. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Mr. Bennett, I wish you 
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(Testimony of Robert Adamson. ) 
would make the proceedings before the Court yes- 
terday part of the record, and furnish me with a 
complete copy of the record, 

(Thereupon an adjournment was taken until to- 
morrow, Wednesday, August 23, 1911, at 9:30 A. M.) 
[329—241] 


Wednesday, August 23d, 1911. 

ROBERT ADAMSON, redirect examination re- 
sumed : 

Mr. FRANK.—Now, Mr. McClanahan, we have 
got as far along as we could with these cards. We 
have not got them all completed. As you notice, 
every exhibit there is by itself. It only remains to 
indicate on this index here the number of each exhibit, 
these that are finished. Then you can turn to every 
exhibit without any difficulty. They are all in order. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I understand that you are 
going to take copies of these. 

Mr. FRANK.—We are taking copies. I think we 
have got the copy of nearly all of these. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—After the copies are taken 
I suppose you will consent to my taking these into 
my office. 

Mr. FRANK.—I do not see there is any partic- 
ular objection to that. We can have them between 
ourselves, hand them back and use them interchange- 
ably. 

. Mr. McCLANAHAN.—That is all right. 

Mr. FRANK.—Is it stipulated that when I indi- 
cate the job numbers it shall be considered as if the 
particular part of the cards which I considered 
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relevant were specified at the time the cards were 
offered 2 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Yes. 

Mr. FRANK.—Now, the job numbers of the 
steamer ‘‘Hilonian’’ for the work contained in the 
exhibits attached to the libel are as follows: 5295, 
5296, 5297, 5299, 5318, 5325, 5346, 5860, 5394, 5398, 
5009, 53138, 5317, 5389, 5390, 5401, 5528, 1818. 
[ 330—242 | 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—These are what you claim 
to be the ‘‘Hilonian’’ job numbers? 

Mr. FRANK.—Yes. Those are right, are they 
not, Mr. Curtis? 

Mr. CURTIS.—Yes. 

Mr. FRANK.—When we finished the other day 
I was offering in evidence ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
104.’’ This was the last examination: 

‘*T now hand you a card and ask you to examine 
it and state whether or not that is a card of a man 
employed in your department at the time stated on 
said card. 

A. Yes, sir; that is a machinist employed in my 
department at that time. 

Q. Was that card handed in by you to the office? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. Taken up in the same form as the other cards? 

A. Yes, sir, and checked: off in the same way and 
found to be correct at the time that I checked it off. 

Q. At the time that you checked it over, the job 
numbers and hours worked were correct? 

A. All correct. 
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Mr. FRANK.—I ask that that be marked ‘Adam- 
son Exhibit No. 104.’ 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Wait a moment. 

Q. You do not know that any of that work went 
into the ‘Hilonian,’ do you? 

A. I don’t remember the numbers that were on 
the ‘Hilonian’ at the time, but I know, if these are 
the ‘Hilonian’ numbers, that that is what the man 
worked on. 

Q. I understand that you do not know any of the 
‘Hilonian’ numbers at this time; is that correct? 

A. I don’t remember what numbers were on the 
‘Hilonian’ at the time. 

Q. Therefore, you cannot swear that any of that 
work on that card went into the ‘Hilonian.’ 

A. I can swear this far,— 

Q. Answer that question, can you? 

A. I cannot swear now.”’ [3831—243] Then the 
objection came and an adjournment was taken. 
Now, Mr. McClanahan, if you desire the clock cards 
I will just hand them in together with these ex- 
hibits so that thev will go in in their order at this 
time. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—That is satisfactory. 

Mr. FRANK.—The witness, of course, cannot tes- 
tify as to the clock cards, but I suppose you will ad- 
mit that they are the clock cards, so we will put them 
in together. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—That is all right. 

Mr. FRANK.—I now produce a clock card of C. 
F. Peaslee, pay ending August 28, 1909. We will 
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have them marked straight along the same as we did 
the others. I ask to have this marked R. A. No. 104. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

Mr. FRANK.—It is subject, however, to the stipu- 
lation. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Certainly, subject to any 
stipulation that I make. I did not mean to stipu- 
late away my right to object to the offer. 

Mr. FRANK.—Perhaps it would well for you to 
formulate, at least to the first of these, the nature 
of your objections so that we will know exactly what 
it is, because the same matter is not included in the 
last. 

Mr. MceCLANAHAN.—I object to it as incom- 
petent, irrelevant, immaterial, self-serving, hearsay 
and not binding on the respondent. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
104.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Mr. Adamson, I now hand you 
two cards of W. Bouick, dated respectively, Septem- 
ber 19th, 1909, and September 20th, 1909, and ask 
you to examine those cards and [832—244] 
state whether or not those are the cards of the man 
employed in your department at the time stated on 
the cards. 

A. Yes, sir. That man was employed in my de- 
partment as a machinist at that time. 

Q. And was that card handed in by you to the 
office ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Taken up in the same form as the other cards; 
taken up by you and checked up as correct the same 
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as the other cards you have testified to? 

A. Yes, sir, in the very same manner. 

Q. And at the time you handed them in you knew 
them to be correct with respect to the job numbers 
and hours worked ? 

A. And the articles worked upon, yes. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the cards be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 105. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I make the same objection. 

(The cards are marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
105,”’) 

Mr. FRANK.—I now ask that the clock card be 
marked R. A. No. 105. 

(The clock card was marked “R. A. No. 105.’’) 

Q. I now produce a time-card of H. Beckett under 
date September 10th. I hand you that card and ask 
you to examine it and state whether or not that is 
the card of a man employed in your department at 
the time stated on said card. 

A. Yes, sir. This man was in my department at 
that time and was a machinist. As regards time, 
number of hours and articles worked on, they were 
correctly checked off. 

Q. You handed this into the office and knew that 
at the time you handed them in to be correct in those 
particulars ? A. Yes, sir, that is what I mean. 
[333—245 | 

Mr. FRANIK.—We ask to have that marked Adam- 
son Exhibit No, 106. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Adamson Exhibit No. 106.’’) 
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Mr. FRANK.—I ask to have the clock card marked 
R. A. No. 106. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘R. A. No. 106.’’) 

Mr. KRANK.—In this stipulation concerning the 
job numbers I do not remember whether I made it 
broad enough to apply to the cards I am offering as 
those I offered. If not, it is understood that it 
applies to all of those that I offer hereafter. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Yes. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now hand you the time-cards 
of James Furman dated August 31st, September 2d, 
September 3d, September 4th, September 5th, Sep- 
tember 6th, September 7th, September 8th and 
September 11th, and ask you to examine them and 
see whether those are the time-cards of a man work- 
ing in your department at the time stated in the 
cards, and if so whether or not they are cards handed 
in by you to the office, and whether you knew at 
the time that you handed them into the office, that 
they were correct with respect to job numbers and 
hours worked ? 

A. Yes, sir, this man was employed in my depart- 
ment as a machinist at that time and I verify: that 
the job numbers, and the time worked, and the 
articles worked on were found by me to be correct 
before I handed them in to the office. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the cards be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 107. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN|—The same objection. [334 
—246] 
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(The cards are marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 0. 
Oe”) 

Mr. FRANK.—TI ask to have the clock card mate 
TK Aa Nomy.”” 

‘(The clock card is marked ‘‘R. A. No. 107.’’) 

Q. I now hand you the time-cards of H. P. Hicks 
under date of August 30th, 31st, September Ist, Sep- 
tember 2d, September 4th, September 7th, September 
Sth and September 10th, and ask you whether or not 
those are the cards of a man working in your depart- 
ment at the time mentioned in the cards and whether 
the cards were passed in by you to the office, and at 
the time of so doing you knew them to be correct 
with respect to job numbers and hours worked ? 

A. I make the same answer as I did to the last 
question. 
Q. The card indicates that he was a machinist ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. That is correct? A. That is correct. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask to have the cards marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 108. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The cards are marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
108.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask to have the clock card 
marked R. A. Exhibit No. 108. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘R. A. No. 108.’’) 

Q. I now hand you the time-cards of H. P. Hicks, 
under date of August 26th, 27th and 28th, and ask 
you whether or not those are the cards of a man 
working in your department at the time mentioned 
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in the cards, and whether the cards were passed in 
by you to the office, and at the time of so doing you 
knew them to be correct with respect to job numbers 
and hours worked? A. The same answer. 

Mr. KFRANK.—I ask that those cards be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 109. [8385—247] 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The cards are marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
109” 7) 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the clock card be 
marked R. A. No. 109. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘R. A. No. 109.’’) 

Q. I now pass you the time-card of John Moork 
under date of September 4th and ask you whether 
or not that is the card of a man working in your 
department at the time mentioned in the card, 
whether the card was passed in by you to the office, 
and at the time of so doing you knew it to be correct 
with respect to job numbers and hours worked ? 

A. I make the same answer with the exception that 
I cannot recall whether he was a machinist or a 
helper at that time, but he was in our employ at that 
time. 

@. The man on Exhibit No. 109, John Moork, what 
was he? Was he a machinist or not? 

A. Hicks was a machinist. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask to have this card of John 
Moork, marked Adamson Exhibit No. 110. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Adamson Exhibit No. 110.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—We now ask that the clock card be 
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marked R. A. No. 110. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘R. A. No. 110.’’) 

Q. I now hand you the time-card of A. L. Hanson 
under date of September 14th, and ask you the same 
question in regard to that card, whether or not that 
is the card of a man working in your department at 
the time mentioned in the card, and whether the card 
was passed in by you to the office, and at the time 
of so doing you knew it to be correct with respect to 
job numbers and hours worked? [836—248] 

A. If I remember right he was a machinist, and 
this card was properly checked off by me, and found 
to be correct before I checked it off and handed it in 
to the office. 

Mr. FRAN K.—We ask that the card be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 111. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Adamson Exhibit No. 111.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—We now ask that the clock card be 
marked R. A. No. 111. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘R. A. No. 111.’’) 

@. I now hand you the time-cards of Charles 
Holmquist, under date of September 5th and Sep- 
tember 7th, 1909, and ask you whether or not those 
are the cards of a man working in your department 
at the time mentioned in the cards, and whether the 
cards were passed in by you to the office, and at the 
time of so doing you knew them to be correct with 
respect to job numbers and hours worked ? 

A. Holmquist was a helper. I make the same an- 
swer as I made to the other. 
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Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the cards be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 112. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The cards are marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
ii:””) 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the clock card be 
marked ‘‘R. A. No. 112.”’ 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘R. A. No. 112.’’) 

Q. I now present you the cards of Edward Acosta 
under date of September 16th, 17th and 18th, and 
ask you the same question, whether or not those are 
the cards of a man working in your department at 
the time mentioned in the cards and whether the 
cards were passed in by you to the office, and at the 
time of so [337—249] doing you knew them to be 
eorrect with respect to job numbers, and hours 
worked ? 

A. He was a helper in my department. I make 
the same answer as made to the others. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask to have the cards marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 113. 

Mr. McCLANAHA:N.—The same objection. 

(The cards are marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
a3.””) 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the clock ecard be 
marked R. A. #113. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘R. A. #113.’’) 

Q. I now hand you the time-card of Ed. Brauns 
under date of September 8th, and ask you whether 
or not that is the card of a man working in your 
department at the time mentioned in the card, and 
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whether the card was passed in by you to the office, 
and at the time of so doing you knew it to be correct 
with respect to job numbers and hours worked ? 

A. IT cannot recall whether he was a machinist or a 
helper at the present time, but he was in my depart- 
ment. I make the same answer as I made to the other 
ecards. | 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 114. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Adamson Exhibit No. 114. a“ 

Mr. FRANK.—We now ask that the clock be 
marked R. A. #114. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘R. A. #114.’’) 

Q. I now hand you the time-cards of Ed Brauns 
dated September 15th and September 16th, and ask 
you whether or not those are the cards of a man 
working in your department at the time mentioned 
in the cards, and whether the cards were passed in 
by youto [8388—250] the office, and at the time of 
so doing you knew them to be correct with respect 
to job numbers, and hours worked ? 

A. I give the same answer. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the cards be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 115. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The cards are marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
mi) 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the clock card be 
marked R. A. #1195. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘R. A. #115.’’) 
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Q. I now show you the card of Joe Zaber dated 
September 11th, and ask you whether or not that is 
the card of a man working in your department at 
the time mentioned in the card, and whether the card 
was passed in by you to the office, and at the time 
of so doing you knew it to be correct with respect to 
job numbers, and hours worked ? 

A. He was a machinist. I make the same answer 
as I made to the other cards. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 116. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Adamson Exhibit No. 116.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the clock card be 
marked R. A. #116. 

(The clock card is marked ‘“‘R. A. #116.’’) 

Q. I now show you the time-cards of James Fur- 
man dated September 12th, 13th, 14th, 15th, 18th, 
and 19th, and ask you whether or not those are the 
eards of a man working in your department at the 
time mentioned in the cards, and whether the cards 
were passed in by you to the office, and at the time of 
so doing you knew them to be correct with respect to 
job numbers, and [839—251] hours worked? 

A. I make the same answer. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the cards be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 117. 

Mr. MceCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The cards are marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
ni(.”’) 
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Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the clock card be 
marked R. A. #117. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘R. A. #117.’’) 

Q. I now show you the time-cards of Ed Acosta 
under date of August 31st, September 1st, September 
2d, September 3d, September 4th, September 7th and 
September 8th, and ask you whether or not those are 
the cards of a man working in your department at 
the time mentioned in the cards and whether the 
cards were passed in by. you to the office, and at the 
time of so doing you knew them to be correct with 
respect to job numbers, and hours worked? 

A. I make the same answer. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the cards be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 118. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The cards are marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
te?” ) 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the clock card be 
marked R. A. #118. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘R. A. #118.’’) 

Q. I hand you the card of William Stewart dated 
September 13th, 15th and 18th, and ask you whether 
or not those are the cards of a man working in your 
department at the time mentioned in the ecards, and 
whether the cards were passed in by you to the office, 
and at the time of so doing you knew them to be 
correct with respect to job numbers, and hours 
worked? 

A. Stewart was a machinist. I make the same 
answer as I made to the others. [3840—252] 
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Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the cards be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 119. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The cards are marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
aD: 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the clock card be 
marked R. A. #119. 

(The clock card is marked “‘R. A. #119.’’) 

@. I hand you the time-cards of William Stewart 
under date of September Ist, September 3d, Septem- 
ber 4th and September 7th, and ask you whether or 
not those are the cards of a man working in your 
department at the time mentioned in the cards, and 
whether the cards were passed in by you to the office, 
and at the time of so doing you knew them to be 
correct with respect to job numbers, and hours 
worked? A. I make the same answer. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the cards be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 120. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The cards are marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
120.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the clock card be 
marked R. A. #120. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘R. A. #120.’’) 

Q. I hand you the time-cards of M. W. Albers 
dated August 31st, September 2d, 3d, 7th, 9th, 10th 
and 11th, and ask you whether or not those are the 
ecards of a man working in your department at the 
time mentioned in the cards, and whether the cards 
were passed in by you to the office, and at the time 
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of so doing you knew them to be correct with respect 
to job numbers, and hours worked? 

A. He isa machinist. Otherwise I make the same 
answer. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the cards be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 121. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. [341 
— 2521/4 | 

(The cards are marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
12052) 

Mr. FRANiIK.—We ask that the clock card be 
marked R. A. #121. 

(The clock card is marked ‘“‘R. A. #121.’’) 

Q. I now hand you two time-cards of J. Reed dated 
September 5th, and September 6th, and ask you 
whether or not those are the cards of a man working 
in your department at the time mentioned in the 
eards, and whether the cards were passed in by you 
to the office, and at the time of so doing you knew 
them to be correct with respect to job numbers, and 
hours worked? 

A. He was a machinist. Otherwise I make the 
same answer as before. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the cards be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 122. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The cards are marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
322.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the clock card be 
marked R. A. #122. 
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(The clock card is marked ‘{R. A. #122.’’) 
[ 342—2523, | 

Q. I now hand you the time-cards of L. De ‘Pas- 
quale, under date of September 10 and September 
11, and ask you whether or not those are the cards of 
aman working in your department at the time men- 
tioned on the cards and whether the cards were 
passed in by you to the office and at the time of so 
doing you knew them to be correct with respect to job 
numbers and hours worked ? 

A. He was a machinist; the same answer as re- 
gards to the others. r 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the cards be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 128. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The cards are marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
123.77) 

Mr. FRANK.—1 ask to have the clock card marked 
R. A. No. 128. | 

(The clcck card is marked ‘‘R. A. No. 123.’’) 

Q. I now hand you the time-cards of L. De Pas- 
quale, under date of September 13th, 15th, 16th, 17th 
and 18th and ask you whether or not those are the 
ecards of a man working in your department at the 
time mentioned on the cards and whether the cards 
were passed in by you to the office and at the time 
of so doing you knew them to be correct with re- 
spect to job numbers and hours worked? 

A. The same answer. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the cards be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 123. 
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' Mr, McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 
(The cards are marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
124. nan 
. FRANK.—We ask that the clock card be 
fom **R. A. No. 124.’’) 
(The clock card is marked ““R. A. No. 124.’’) 
[ 343—253 | 
-Q. [now hand you the time-cards of Owen Sweeny, 
under date of September 8th, September 10th, Sep- 
tember 11th, and ask you whether or not those are 
the cards of a man working in your department at 
the time mentioned on the cards and whether the 
cards were passed in ‘by you to the office and at the 
time of so doing you knew them to be correct with 
respect to job numbers and hours worked. 
A. He was a machinist; I make the same answer. 
Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the cards be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 125. 
Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion. 
(The cards were marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
125.’’) 
Mr. FRANK.—I now ask that the clock card be 
marked R. A. No. 125. 
(The clock card is marked ‘‘R. A. No. 125.’’) 
o> I now hand you the time-cards of Owen Sweeny, 
under date of September 13th and September 14th, 
and ask you whether or not those are the cards of a 
man working in your department at the time men- 
tioned on the cards and whether the cards were 
passed in by you to the office and at the time of so 
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doing you knew them to be correct with respect to 
job members and hours worked. 

A. The same answer. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the cards be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 126. | 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I make the same objection. 

(The cards are marked ‘(Adamson Exhibit No. 
126.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—TI now ask that the ‘clock card be 
marked R. A. No. 126. 

(The clock card is marked “R. A. No. 126.’’) 
[ 344—254 ] 

Q. I now hand you the time-cards of John Will- 
iams, under date of September 12th, September 14th, 
September 17th and September 19th, and ask you 
whether or not these are the cards of a man working 
in your department at the time mentioned on the 
cards and whether the cards were passed in by you 
to the office and at the time of so doing you knew 
them to be correct with respect to job numbers and 
hours worked. 

A. He was a machinist; the same answer. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the cards be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 127. 

Mr. McCCLANAHAN.—I make the same objection. 

(The cards are marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
HT”) 

Mr. FRANK.—I now ask that the clock card be 
marked R. A. No. 127. | 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘R. A. No. 127.’’) 

Q. I now hand you the time-cards of John Will- 
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iams, under date of August 29th, September 4th, Sep- 
tember 5th, September 6th, September 8th, Septem- 
ber 10th and September 11th, and ask you whether 
or, not those are the cards ‘of a man working in your 
department at the time mentioned on the cards and 
whether the cards were passed in by you to the office 
and at the time of so doing you knew them to be cor- 
rect with respect to job numbers and hours worked. 
A. The same answer. 
Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the cards be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 128. 
Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—I make the same objection. 
(The cards are marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
128.’’) 
iv. FRANK.—I now ask that the clock card be 
matked R. A. No. 128. 
(The clock card is marked ‘‘R. A. No. 128.’’) 
[345—255 | 
Q. I now hand you the time-card of John Coleman, 
under date of September 8th and ask you-whether or 
not that is the card of a man working in your depart- 
ment at the time mentioned on the card and whether 
the card was passed in by you to the office and at the 
time of so doing you knew it to be correct with respect 
to job numbers and hours worked. 
_A. He was a machinist; the same answer. 
Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 129. 
Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—I make the same objection. 


(The card is marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
129.’’) 
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Mr. FRANK.—TI now ask that the clock card be 
marked R. A. No. 129. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘R. A. No. 129.’’) 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—That name is Jim Cole- 
man. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Mr. Adamson, do you recall 
this man personally? 

A. I recall him personally. 

Q. Is it Jim or John? 

A. Iknow himas Coleman. I don’t know his first 
name. Probably I might recall it if you showed me 
the card. 

Mr. FRANK.—Wel, it would not make any differ- 
ence anyhow Mr. McClanahan, it is identified by the 
shop number. 

Q. I now hand you the time-cards of Sidney 
Greeve, under date of September 8th, September 
10th, and September 11th, and ask you whether or 
not those are the cards of a man working in your 
department at the time mentioned on the cards and 
whether the cards were passed in by you to the office 
and at the time of so doing you knew them to be cor- 
rect with respect to job numbers and hours worked. 

A. He was a machinist; the same answer. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the cards be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 130. [846—256] 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—TI make the same objection. 

(The cards are marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
130.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—I now ask that the clock card be 


392 Matson Navigation Company vs. 


(Testimony of Robert Adamson.) 
marked R. A. No. 180. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘R. A. No. 180.’’) 

Q. I now hand you the time-cards of Sidney 
Greeve, under date of September 13th, 14th, 15th, 
16th, 17th, 20th and 21st, and ask you whether or not. 
those are the cards of a man working in your depart- 
ment at the time mentioned on the cards and whether 
the cards were passed in by you to the office and: at 
the time of so doing you knew them to be correct with 
respect to job numbers and hours worked. 

A. I make the same answer as to his cards. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the cards be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 131. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—I make the same objection. 

(The cards are marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
ileal?) 

Mr. FRANK.—I now ask that the clock card be 
marked R. A. No. 131. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘R. A. No. 181.’’) 

Q. I now hand you the time-cards of J. Blake, 
under date of September Ist, 2d, 3d, 4th, 7th and 8th, 
and I ask you whether or not those are the cards of 
aman working in your department at the time men- 
tioned on the cards and whether the cards were 
passed in by you to the office and at the time of so 
doing you knew them to be correct with respect to 
job numbers and hours worked. 

A. He was a machinist; the same answer. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the time-card be 
marked Adamson Exhibit No. 132. [3847—257] 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I make the same objection. 
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(The cards are marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
We2.’) 

‘Mr. FRANK.—I now ask that the clock card be 
marked R. A. No. 182. 

(The clock card is marked “‘R. A. No. 132.’’) 

Q. I now hand you the time-cards of Thomas Mc- 
Conky, under date of August 30th, September 1st, 
September 2d and September 3d, and ask you 
whether or not those are the cards of a man working 
in your department at the time mentioned on the 
ecards and whether the cards were passed in by you 
to the office and at the time of so doing you knew 
them to be correct with respect to job numbers and 
hours worked. 

A. He was a machinist; the same answer. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the cards be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 133. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I make the same objection. 

(The cards are marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
ies.’”) 

Mr. FRANK.—TI now ask that the clock card be 
marked R. A. No. 138. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘R. A. No. 183.’’) 

Q. I now hand you the time-card of Thomas Mc- 
Conky, under date of September 18th and ask you 
whether or not that is the card of a man working in 
your department at the time mentioned on the card 
and whether the card was passed in by you to the 
office and at the time of so doing you knew it to be 
correct with respect to job numbers and hours 
worked. A. The same answer. 
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Mr. FRANK.—We asked that the card be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 134. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I make the same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
134.’’) [848—258] 

Mr. FRANK.—We now ask that the clock card be 
marked R. A. No. 134. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘R. A. No. 134.’’) 

Q. I now hand you the time-cards of J. Blake, 
under date of September 14th, 15th, 16th, 18th and 
21st, and ask you whether or not those are the cards 
of a man working in your department at the time 
mentioned on the cards and whether the cards were 
passed in by you to the office and at the time of so 
doing you knew them to be correct with respect to 
job numbers and hours worked. 

A. The same answer. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the cards be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 135. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion. 

(The cards are marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
135.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—I now ask that the clock card be 
marked R. A. No. 135. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘R. A. No. 185.’’) 

Q. I now hand you the time-cards of William Rob- 
ertson, under date of August 30th and 31st, and ask 
you whether or not those are the cards of a man work- 
ing in your department at the time mentioned on the 
cards and whether the cards were passed in by you 
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to the office and at the time of so doing you knew them 
to be correct with respect to job numbers and hours 
worked. 

A. He was a machinist; the same answer. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the cards be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 136. | 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I make the same objection. 

(The cards are marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
136.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—I now ask that the clock card be 
marked R. A. No. 136. 

(The clock card was marked ‘‘R. A. No. 136.’’) 
[349—259 | 

Q. I now hand you the time-cards of M. W. Albers, 
under date of September 12th, 15th and 16th, and 
ask you whether or not those are the cards of a man 
working in your department at the time mentioned 
on the cards and whether the cards were passed in 
by you to the office and at the time of so doing you 
knew them to be correct with respect to job numbers 
and hours worked. 

A. He was a machinist; the same answer. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the cards be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 187. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I make the same objection. 

(The cards are marked ‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
lee) 

Mr. FRANK.—I now ask that the clock card be 
marked R. A. No. 1387. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘R. A. No. 187. 1) 

Q. I now hand you the time-cards of William 
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Boehle, under date of August 30th and 31st, and ask 
you whether or not those are the cards of a man 
working in: your department at the time mentioned 
on the cards and whether the cards were passed in 
by you to the office and at the time of so doing you 
knew them to be correct with respect to job numbers 
and hours worked. 

A. He was a machinist; the same answer. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the cards be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 188. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I make the same objection. 

(The cards are marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
138.) 

Mv. FRANK.—I now ask that the clock card be 
marked R.A. No. 138. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘R. A. No. 188.’’) 

q. I now hand you the time-card of William 
Bochle, under date of September 18, and ask you 
whether or not that isa card of [850—260] aman 
working in your department at the time mentioned 
on the:card and whether the card was passed in by 
you to the office and at the time of so doing you knew 
it to be correct with respect to job numbers and 
hours worked. 

A. He was a machinist; the same answer. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 139. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I make the same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
139.’’) 
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Mr. FRANK.—I now ask that the clock card be 
marked R. A. No. 189. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘R. A. No. 139.’’) 

Q. I now hand you the time-card of William Rob- 
ertson, under date of August 28, and ask you whether 
or not that is the card of a man working in your de- 
partment at the time mentioned on the card and 
whether the card was passed in by you to the office 
and at the time of so doing you knew it to be correct 
with respect to job numbers and hours worked. 

A. He was a machinist; the same answer. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 140. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I make the same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
140.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now hand you the time-card 
of William Robertson, under date of September 13, 
and ask you whether or not that is the card of a man 
working in your department at the time mentioned 
‘[851—261] on the cards and whether the cards 
were passed in by you to the office and at the time of 
so doing you knew them to be correct with respect to 
job numbers and hours worked. 

A. He was a machinist; the same answer. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Adamson Exhibit No. 141. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I make the same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘“‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
141.’’) 

(A recess was here taken until 2 P.M.) [852— 
262 | 
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AFTERNOON SESSION. 

Mr. FRANK.—Here isa clock card of Kassner, of 
September 11th, and we will ask to have it marked 
R. A. 2814. : 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘R. A. No. 2814.’’) 


Recross-examination. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. Mr. Adamson, I under- 
stand that in August and September, 1909, it was 
your duty to receive the work from the office, appor- 
tion it to the different men under the different job 
numbers, to keep track of the work done by the men 
on the job numbers, and once a day to check up the 
hours worked on the particular job numbers, and 
generally the character of the work done. That is 
correct, is it? A. Is your question finished ? 

Q. Yes. 

A. It was my duty to find the correct number for 
the pieces as they came into the shop. 

Q. Excuse me, Mr. Adamson. Cannot you correct 
my statement if it needs correction? If it does not 
need: correction affirm it. 

Mr. FRANK.—I suggest that the witness be al- 
lowed to answer the question in his own way. It is 
a very long question and the witness is entitled to 
finish it in his own way. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—@Q. If you do not under- 
stand the question Mr. Adamson, the Reporter will 
read it to you. If there are any errors in the ques- 
tion please remember them and point them out. 

Mr. FRANK.—Answer the question in your own 
way, Mr. Adamson. 
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Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I beg pardon, Mr. Frank. 
I am conducting this cross-examination. [353—263] 

Mr. FRANK.—I am helping you. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—TI do not need help. 

Mr. FRANK.—That is what I am here for. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—You mean to help the wit- 
ness, not me. (To the Reporter.) Read the ques- 
tion, Mr. Reporter, and see if he understands it. 

(The Reporter reads the question.) 

A. My duty at that time was to receive the pieces 
as they came from the ship and find the proper num- 
ber to place on each piece from the office, and keep a 
check upon it, and the time taken while it was in the 
shop. 

Q. You apportioned it out among the men, did you 
not? Answer the question, please. 

A. Through the foreman. 

Q. What do you mean by ‘‘through the foreman”’ 
—what did he have to do with it? 

A. The foreman had to give it to the man who was 
to work on it, or I had to do it by his direction. 

@. And when the day was over the cards were 
handed to you, or to the foreman? 

A. They were handed to me. 

Q. You are speaking of August and September, 
1909? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Then what was your duty, to check over the 
work done and the hours worked on that particular 
number ? A. Yes, sir, for each day. 

Q. And on each card? A. And on each card. 

Q. Now, what were the duties of the foreman in 
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August and September, 1909 ? 

A. His duties were to see that the work was prop- 
erly performed by the men who were doing the work. 

Q. Was that not also your duty? 

A. Only so far as it was to assist the foreman. 

Q. Is that all that he did? 

A. So far as I know that was his duty. [854—264] 

@. His duty then solely, so far as you know, was to 
see that the men did their work properly; is that it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you assisted him in doing that work? 

A. I did. 

Q. And aside from that he had nothing to do with 
the keeping of the time or the checking of the time- 
cards? A. That was my duty. 

Q. And not his? A. And not his. 

Q. Now, aside from the work done by you in the 
first instance, in placing the different things to be 
done, in the hands of different workmen, and aside 
from your keeping a supervisory control over that 
work after it had been placed in the hands of the 
men, and of the time spent on it, and aside from your 
checking up at night this work, and the time as shown 
by the time-cards, what else did you do? 

A. My other duties were to lay off any portion of 
the work which required to be machined in a certain 
way, or worked upon in a certain way; if it wanted 
lines on it, to make it accurate, to show how the man 
was to work accurately on the work, it was my duty 
to put the lines on it, and do any necessary markings 
on it before it left my table. 
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Q. That was the work preliminary to placing the 
job in the hands of the mechanic, was it not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What else besides that did youdo? Anything? 

A. That was all my duties so far assigned to me at 
that time. 

Q. You did not work at any machine? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Or on the floor? A. No, sir. 

Q. I call your attention to the work of the tool- 
shop or the toolroom, whatever you call it. Am I 
correct in my understanding of the matter that the 
men working in the toolroom are employed in mak- 
ing special tools that were used in the performance 
[355—265] of special work? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is that all they do? 

A. They have got to make all kinds of tools, and 
to keep all the tools in the toolroom in repair. 

Q. Answer my question: is that all they do? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. What else do they do? 

A. They have to keep all the tools in connection 
with the machine-shop in good repair. 

Q. And hand those tools out to the men as they 
are needed ? A. As they are asked for. 

Q. So that whether the tool is a special one, or one 
that is a stock tool used in the shop these men look 
after them and keep them in repair? 

A. They have got to make any special tool that is 
required on any job that comes to the yard and keep 
the tools belonging to the work in good repair. 
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Q. How many men were in the toolroom in August 
and September, 1909? 

A. So far as I recall there would be 4 or 5 men. 

@. Who were they ? 

A. So far as I can recall Mr. Robertson, Fred 
Boyd— 

Q. B-o-y-d? A. Yes, sir. Fred Boyer— 

Q. B-o-y-e-r? 

A. Yes, sir, and two others whose names I cannot 
recall at the present time. I think there were two 
others. 

Q. You kept track of their work also, did you? 

A. To a certain extent. 

Q. And you had to keep track of it completely, did 
you not? 

A. Not so far as the shop tools were concerned. 
That is part of the routine duty. 

Q. The making of special tools, you had to keep 
a record of that? 

A. They generally came on an order. 

Q. Answer my question, please. [856—266] 

A. They were generally called for in regard to 
new work that was brought in. 

Q. Answer my question, please. Don’t you under- 
stand it? I say you had to keep track of the work 
done on special tools? 

A. I had to keep track on special tools so far as 
receiving or giving the ordering of them, but the 
disposition of them after they were finished with 
I had nothing to do with. 

Q. What you did have to do with, as I understand 
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it, then, is this: that when the necessity for the 
making of a special tool arose, you placed the matter 
before the mechanic in the toolroom and gave in- 
structions as to its construction. Is that correct? 

A. Very probably I might give the order to the 
foreman of the shop and ask him to get it made, 
and he would give it out to whoever he thought would 
make it. 

Q. But at any rate you had knowledge of what 
the work was that was to be done? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Then your further duty was to keep them on 
that work, was it not, after it once got into the tool- 
room? 

A. Yes, sir. My duty is to check the time on jobs 
that is in the yard, and the work done in connection 
with them in the machine-shop. 

Q. Make your testimony apply to my question, 
if you can. I am referring now to-the making of 
special tools in the tool-shop, you have to keep them 
on that work, did you not? A. Yes, sir. 

Q@. And see that the tools made specially were re- 
ferred to on the time-card under their appropriate 
number: that is correct, is it not? A. Yes, sir. 

@. Now, will you tell me Mr. Adamson, of any 
special tool made for the ‘‘Hilonian’”’ job during 
August and September, 1909? 

A. I could not tell you at the present time or 
specify what [357—267] special tools were made 
for the ‘‘Hilonian’’ while she was at the yard. 

Q. Or any special tool? 

A. Or any special tool at the present time. I 
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could not recall it. 

Q. The time charged or credited to say Alfred 
Boyer for toolroom work, and charged to 5295, which 
is ‘‘Hilonian’’ work, was time employed by him in 
the construction of special tools for that work, was 
it not? Please examine the card ‘‘Adamson No. 
14”’ and refresh your mind if you can, before answer- 
ing the question. 

A. My answer to that is that that card— 

Q. There are a number of them, Mr. Adamson. 

A. These cards were found by me to be correct 
when I checked them over and handed them over to 
the office. 

Q. I am perfectly aware of that. JI am asking 
if the time employed by Boyer as shown by those 
eards was not employed by him in the making of 
special tools for the ‘‘ Hilonian”’ job? 

A. I cannot recall at this moment what time he 

had on special tools, and what time he had on other 
things. 
Q. I call your attention to the fact that all the 
time on those cards is charged to 5295, which is a 
‘¢‘Hilonian’’ number. Must it not necessarily follow 
that all that time was employed in the making of 
special tools for the ‘‘Hilonian’’ job? 

Mr. FRANK.—I object to your arguing with the 
witness. It speaks for itself. 

A. My answer is still the same, that at the time 
that time-card was written up by me the time 
charged, the number of the job and the article worked 


on were correct. 
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Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. What other work could 
Boyer have been performing on the ‘‘ Hilonian’’ num- 
ber 5295, except the making of special tools for the 
‘“*Hilonian job? A. I cannot recall. [858—268] 

Q. Is it possible that he could have been perform- 
ing any other work in the toolroom than the making 
of special tools for the ‘‘Hilonian’’ job? 

A. Quite possible. 

Q. What was that work? 

A. Doing lathe work in the toolroom. 

Q. What do you mean by that? 

A. Making or working on the machine on parts 
of the machinery that was wanted to be done on that 
lathe. 

Mr. FRANK.—Are you speaking now of the time 
he was working on this particular number on this 
particular card? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The witness, I understand, 
is simply giving a possible explanation of what other 
work, other than the construction of special tools, 
Boyer might possibly have been engaged in. (Ad- 
dressing the witness.) That is correct, is it not? 

Mr. FRANK.—That is, special tools or generally? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Special tools for the 
'TAnlomian: 

Mr. FRANK.—Let us get it correctly. I want to 
understand the witness as well as you. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—What is it you do not un- 
derstand ? | 

Mr. FRANK.—I want to understand whether the 
witness is speaking about the particular time indi- 
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cated on the card that you call his attention to, what- 
ever the card is—5295 ? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—T have called the witness’ 
attention to no particular card, but rather to Exhibit 
14 which includes the cards of Alfred Boyer and are 
one, two, three, four, five, six, seven, eight, nine, 
ten, eleven, twelve, thirteen, all toolroom work 
charged to 5295. 

Mr. FRANK.—That is what I want to see. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. Now, what work, Mr. 
Adamson, which would be properly designated as 
toolroom work, other than the [859—269] making 
of special tools for 5295 could be brought in under 
that description of toolroom work ? 

A. For instance, say they bring a valve in from 
the boat to be faced, or any similar job. When it is 
found there is not a lathe vacant in the shop to do 
it otherwise than in the toolroom, it was that man’s 
duty if he was asked to by the foreman, to face off 
that valve on that lathe in the toolroom. That in- 
cludes his toolroom work because the man was work- 
ing in the toolroom. 

Q. But of that character of work you have now 
no remembrance as having been done for job No. 
59295, which was the ‘‘Hilonian’’ job number in 
August and September, 19092 

A. No, sir; I cannot recall even the numbers on 
that job at that time. 

(. These operators in the toolroom are appren- 
tices, are they not? A. No, sir, not all. 

Q. Boyer was, was he not? 
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A. No, sir, he was not. 

Q. What was he? 

A. He was a machinist, if I remember properly. 
I would not swear, but I think he was a machinist. 

Q. A machinist? Did not a machinist at that 
time get more than 1814 cents an hour? 

A. I don’t know what he was getting at that time, 
but he was a machinist. 

Q. Answer my question. Did not machinists at 
that time get more than 1814 cents an hour? 

A. Possibly they did, but he may have been a 
machinist’s apprentice at that time. 

Q. I asked you that. 

A. I beg your pardon. He had been an appren- 
tice at that time but was getting 18 cents an hour. 

Q. I see by his time-card that his rate was 1814 
cents an hour? 

A. He must have been an apprentice at that time. 
[ 360—270 ] 

Q. So that even though the apprentice is capable of 
doing a Journeyman’s work he was not given a 
journeyman’s pay at that time? 

Mr. FRANK.—That is immaterial. I object to 
it upon the ground that it is immaterial. 

A. Well, it is a rule, so far as I understand, in 
any shop, to employ apprentices, and I can speak 
from my own experience that apprentices, after they 
have been two and a half years at the trade, are quite 
capable of doing a journeyman’s work on these ma- 
chines. 

Q. That is getting away from my question. I 
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want to know whether they get paid as journeyman 
are paid even though they are capable after two 
years of doing a journeyman’s work? 

A. By his card there he was paid 1814 cents an 
hour. a 

Q. That is not journeyman’s pay, is it? 

A. I don’t think I would consider that was 
journeyman’s pay. 

Q. Now, we have through these cards reference 
made to the only number that you are capable now 
of identifying. Do you remember that number, 
4858 ? AL, SOGR, SNIP. 

Q. What was that work 2 

A. We were building a new engine. 

Q. A stock engine ? 

A. No, sir, on an order for a boat. That engine 
was an order for a boat. 

Q. What boat was it? A. I don’t remember. 

Mr. FRANK.—I object to that as immaterial. 
We are not charging you up with 4858. TI cannot 
understand why you should go into inquiries regard- 
ing that number, or the boat in which it was being 
worked on. It is immaterial. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—@Q. If you cannot remem- 
ber the boat, how is it that you remember that it 
was an engine being built for a boat? 

A. Because that number run through the shop for 
a [861—271] very long time, from the time the 
engine was started until it was finished. 

Q. Would that not be for a stock engine equally 
applicable as for an engine being built specially, the 
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fact that it runs through the shop for a long while? 

A. I can recall that that engine was ordered for 
some boat. 

Q. You cannot remember the boat? 

A. No, sir, I don’t remember the boat, but if I re- 
eall right it was ordered for a boat. 

Q. Let me once more direct your attention to the 
matter of your duties in August and September, 
1909. When these cards are handed you—I mean 
the time-cards—you look them over and put your 
check mark on them as your approval of the time 
spent and the work done, so that if a card has, say, 
four numbers on it, and four different descriptions 
under each number, of work done, or articles worked 
on, you look at each number and the work performed 
under that number and check it. Is that correct? 

A. I compare the time-card: with the list that is 
before me, and check the one with the other, but as 
to checking them off, every one separately, that was 
a matter for my own guidance. It was not compul- 
sory on me to do so. It would depend on whether 
IT had a pencil in my hands at the time probably if 
I checked it off or not, if I put a check mark on it, 
but all the shop cards were passing through my hands 
before they went to the office. 

Q. I know that. Do you mean to say that a card 
coming into your hands with four different numbers 
on it, and four different kinds of work performed 
under each number, that you would check some and 
not all as being your approval of that card? 
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A. I checked all the time-cards that were marked 
down. 

Q. That is, it was your purpose to check each of 
the numbers? A. Yes, sir. [862—272] 

Q. And the work done under each number? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, suppose we find cards where some of the 
work is checked and others left unchecked; what 
does that mean ? 

A. That does not necessarily mean that I did not 
check these off. It was really a matter of my own 
convenience whether I put a mark on or not. I was 
not asked to do so, it was not compulsory to do so. 
It was just as I felt myself, whether I would put a 
check mark on them. 

Q. Now, we come to a situation, Mr. Adamson, 
where your check marks have become important. for 
they alone refresh your memory as to the correct- 
ness of the cards. Now, you mean to say that that 
being the fact, you are enabled to have your mind 
refreshed where there are no check marks on the 
ecards simply because one item on the card has a 
check mark and the others have not. Does the one 
check mark opposite one piece of work refresh your 
memory as to the other piece of work on the same 
card where there are no check marks? 

Mr. FRANK.—Divide that question up. You 
have been talking for five minutes. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—I have a right to talk ten 
minutes if I please. 

Mr. FRANK.—Divide it up. 
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Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I will do nothing of the 
kind. I will have it read to the witness. 

Mr. FRANK.—You assume certain things and 
then start in and state facts, and then argue the mat- 
ter 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—I will have the question 
read to the witness, and if he does not understand it 
I will try and explain it to him. (To the Reporter.) 
Please read the question to Mr. Adamson. 

(The Reporter reads the question.) [863—273] 

Mr. FRANK.—Which one of those several ques- 
tions is it that you desire the witness to answer? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—There is only one question 
there. 

Mr. FRANK.—To my mind there are three or 
four. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. Do you understand the 
question, Mr. Adamson? 

A. I will answer one question, if it is one question. 
If there was one check mark found on that card it 
1s a check for the whole card as it stands there. 

Q. Even though that check mark stands opposite, 
and distinctly opposite one piece of work ? 

A. No matter where it stands on the eard. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Do you intend to answer the 
rest of the question, because there are lots of state- 
ments of facts in that question that might possibly 
hereafter be assumed to be assented to by you because 
you have made no answer to it. Let us understand 
distinctly what you mean,—whether you assent to 
the proposition stated in that question in the first 
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part of it. (To the Reporter.) Now, read it over, 
Mr. Reporter. 

A. I should like to have it read. 

(The Reporter reads the question as follows: 
‘*Q. Now we come to a situation, Mr. Adamson, 
where your check marks have become important, for 
they alone refresh your memory as to the correct- 
ness of the cards.’’) 

Mr, FRANK.—Novw, stop right there. 

The WITNESS.—I will answer. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. What have you got to 
say to that? 

A. It does not necessarily require these check 
marks to refresh my memory whether I checked off 
every item noted on that card. 

Mr. FRANK.—Now, read the rest of the question, 
Mr. Reporter. 

(The Reporter reads the question further as fol- 
lows: [3864—274] ‘‘Q. Now you mean to say, that 
that being the fact, you are enabled to have your mind 
refreshed where there are no check marks on the 
cards simply because one item on the card has a 
check mark and the others have not. Does the one 
check mark opposite one piece of work refresh your 
memory as to the other piece of work on the same 
card where there are no check marks?’’) 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—Q. You have answered 
that, have you not, Mr. Adamson ? 

Mr. FRANK.—I object to the entire question upon 
the ground that it is not a question of refreshing 
memory at all but it is a question of the regular 
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course of his business whether or not he passed on 
those cards whether checked or not checked at the 
time that they were handed him as he knew them 
then to be correct. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. You do not desire to 
add anything further to the question ? 

A. I will state in connection with that again, that 
T passed on all these cards at the time they were made 
out and found them to be correct, both as regards the 
numbers, the jobs worked on, and the hours charged 
for. 

@. And you have also stated, have you not, that it 
was the check mark on the cards that enabled you to 
make that testimony ? 

A. It does not require these check marks to tell me 
that I have passed on these cards. 

Q. Let me read some of your evidence given on 
your cross-examination by me, to be found at page 
142: ‘‘Q. What was it on the card that gave you in- 
formation that would enable you to answer right? 
A. My check mark on each card. Q. Anything else? 
A. No, sir.’’ Is it not as true now as it was when I 
cross-examined you, that the check mark on the card 
was the only thing that enables you [865—275] 
to identify that card as being correct? 

A. The check mark enabled me to identify that I 
checked them over. I know that I checked off all the 
shop cards irrespective of whether my check mark 
was on them at the time. 

Q. Answer my question: Is it not true now as it 
was on your cross-examination, that your check 
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mark on the card was the only thing that enabled you 
to pass on the correctness of the card? 

A. Yes, sir, on the card'on which the check mark 
was. 

Q. If the check mark did not have a card you could 
not pass on it now as being correct ? 

A. Ask that question properly. 

Q. I beg pardon. If the card did not have a check 
mark? 

A. That does not necessarily imply that I did not 
check off that card. 

Q. Please answer that question. 

Mr. FRANK.—He has answered it. 

A. I did not intend it to be understood that I could 
not identify any card unless it actually had my check 
mark on it. 

Q. Let me read some of your evidence upon that 
point, to be found at page 144 of your cross-examina- 
tion: 

‘*Q. How does your simple pencil check refresh 
your mind as to the job number ; what does it bring to 
your refreshed recollection? What does the check 
mark bring to your refreshed recollection with refer- 
ence to the job number—that there was such a num- 
ber in the shop? 

A. It brings to my recollection this much, that 
if my check mark is on that card I knew at the time 
that that number was correct, that that number was 
running in the shop, and that I checked off the time 
according to that number. 

Q. You knew that that number was running in 
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the shop? [3866—276] A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Your check mark is not anything peculiar, is it? 
It is just the ordinary check mark that we all use—is 
that so? 

A. I cannot say what other marks are used but 
that is the check mark that I use all the time. 

Q. If it were not for the check mark you would 
have no recollection of the job number and the time 
contained on the card? 

A. I don’t claim to have a memory to carry me 
back two or three years to special numbers, when 
there are thousands of numbers run, that there was 
any special number at that time. 

Q. Will you please answer my question. 

A. I beg your pardon. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Read the question, Mr. Re- 
porter. 

(Question read by the Reporter.) 

Mr. FRANK.—He has answered the question. 

A. Not at that time, not two years back. 

Mr. MecCLANAHAN.—Q. You mean not at this. 
time ? A. Not at this time. 

Q. So it is the check mark alone that enables you 
to identify these cards? Aes) Sir.” 

@. Do you want to change that evidence in any 
respect now? 

A. Yes, sir; it is that card on which the check mark 
is. 

Q. I do not quite understand that explanation. 

A. I cannot help that. 

Q. Do you want to change your evidence on cross- 
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examination, that the check mark was the thing alone 
that enables you to identify the card as being correct ? 

Mr. FRANK.—I do not consider there is any 
change or any conflict between what you read and the 
testimony he has now given. 

Mr, McCLANAHAN.—Q. What is your answer? 
[367—277 | 

A. I say it identifies that card which was put be- 
fore me with a check mark on it. 

(). If it did not have a check mark you could not 
identify the card? 

A. I did not say that I don’t think; at least I did 
not mean that I could not identify any card. 

Q. Let us go into this a little. I show you, Mr. 
Adamson, the time-card of D. Stimmel for Septem- 
ber 12th, 1909, which is a part of ‘‘ Exhibit Adamson 
No. 8,’’ and ask you what is there on that card that 
enables you to testify that the job number is correct, 
that the work performed on the job number is cor- 
rect, and that the hours consumed in that work is 
correct. 

Mr. FRANK.—He did not so testify. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The witness can correct me 
if I have made a mistake. That is my clear under- 
standing of his testimony. 

Mr. FRANK.—His testimony was, at the time it 
was passed in he then knew it to be correct, but he 
has no present recollection of it yet. 

A. That is my answer yet. I have no present 
recollection of a number running in the shop at that 
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time, but that that card was marked by me as being 
correct. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. You have no present 
recollection. What is there on the card which en- 
ables you to say at the time that card was passed in 
it was correct? A. The date of the card. 

Q. Anything else? A. And the man’s name. 

Q. The fact that D. Stimmel was working in your 
shop at that time? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Anything else? 

A. I cannot recall anything else at the present 
time. Itistoo far back. [368—278] 

Q. Let me ask you, further, if your check mark 
appeared on this Stimmel card on September 12th it 
would aid your memory, would it not? 

Mr. FRANK.—He has not said that. 

A. Not necessarily. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. Answer me whether it 
would or not. 

A. No matter whether it was on or not it was 
passed by me at that time. That man was working 
there, and I passed it as being correct. 

@. How do you know it was passed by you? 

A. All the shop cards were passed through my 
hands. 

Q. You have not seen this shop ecard since it passed 
through your hands, if it ever did? 

A. I know it passed through my hands at that time 
with the others on the same date. All the shop cards 
for that date passed through my hands. 

Q. With reference to this card of September 12th 
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of Stimmel, are you not testifying to its verity simply 
because it has been introduced by the United Engi- 
neering Works as one of their time-cards. Is that not 
your sole reason for testifying it is there? 

A. My reason is that that man was working there 
at that time. I got his time-card for that day to pass 
on, and passed on it as being correct. 

Q. You have no recollection of getting it, have 
you? 

A. The time-card is there before me, and that is 
the card that I would verify as being his time-card 
for that date. 

Q. But you have no recollection of the card itself, 
have you? 

A. I cannot recall what was passing before me to a 
certain point at that date. It is too far back, two 
years ago. [869—279] 

Q. That is what I thought. 

A. I could not recall the running numbers at that 
time. 

Q. I call your attention to a card of John Wod- 
jacki, of date September 21st, being a part of 
‘‘ Adamson Exhibit No. 7,’’ and ask you, what is there 
on that card that refreshes your memory as to its 
verity at this time? 

Mr. FRANK.—I have the same objection to make. 
There is no such testimony as to its verity. His tes- 
timony is that at the time the card was made out he 
then knew it to be correct and passed it into the office:, 

A. Yes, sir, and I make the same statement now. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I will take Mr. Frank’s 
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interpretation of the situation and ask you what en- 
ables you now to say from an inspection of that card, 
that you knew at the time it passed through the onldg 
that it was correct ? ‘ 

A. Because that man was working in thane eri 
there is the date on the card, and I knew that man 
was working in the shop at that time. I make the 
same statement as regards the other cards, that his 
card was passed by me at the time and was found 
correct. 

Q. You recognize now that that card has no check 
mark of vours on it? A. That is nothing to-me.« 

Q. Answer the question. 

Mr. FRANK.—That is what he says, ‘‘that is noth- 
ing to me.”’ 

A. It is of no consequence to me at all in reference 
to my having checked the card or not. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN. — Q. I understand that. 
We will get along faster if you answer my question 
simply, and then make your explanation if you want 
to. You recognize there is no check mark of yours 
on it? 

A. There is no check mark of mine as far as I can 
see. [870—280] 

Mr. FRANK.—You are wasting a great deal of 
time. It will come to naught. You may think it will 
come to something but it will not. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Let me go on in my ignor- 
ance. 

Mr. FRANK.—I will, but it will be expensive in 
the end. 
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Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. I hand you the time- 
card of P. Mockel dated September the 12th, 1909, 
being a part of ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 6,’’ and ask 
you what there is on that card that enables you now 
at this time to vouch for its truth. 

A. I have got the same to say with regard to that. 
I passed on that card when it was put before me at 
that time, and it was all right. 

- Q. You recognize that that card of yours has no 
eheck mark of yours on it? 

A. I do not recognize anything of the kind. 

Q. Please examine it and see. 

Mr. FRANK.—The ecards speak for themselves. 


Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I know they do. 

‘A. It does not have the mark that I put on some 
of the cards on it. 

Q. Has it any mark that was put on it? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. I hand you for your inspection the card of P. 
Mockel under date, September 21st, being a part of 
“‘Hxhibit Adamson No. 6,’’ and ask you what there 
is on that card that enables you now to speak for its 
verity % 

Mr. FRANK.—I again make the objection to your 
use of the words ‘‘now to speak for its verity,’’ be- 
cause they are liable to be misconstrued. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. You vouch for its 
verity? 

Mr. FRANK.—He vouched for its verity at the 
time he checked it. [871—281] 
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Mr. McCLANAHAN.—This is a eard he has not 
checked. 

Mr. FRANK.—He has checked it. You are re- 
ferring to a check mark. I am referring to his check- 
ing up to see that it is right. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I am referring to his evi- 
dence that he did check these cards up with his own 
peculiar check mark. a 

Q. I ask you to answer the question, if you can, 
Mr. Adamson. 

A. I see no check mark on that card. That does 
not necessarily imply that I did not check it off at 
the time. 

Q. What is there on the card that enables you now 
to speak of its verity? 

A. The man was working there at that time. The 
date of the card tells me that that man was working 
in the shop at that time. 

Q@. And that is all, is it? 

A. I would pass on his card and find it correct. - 

Q. And that is all, is it? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I hand you the card of P. Mockel dated Sep- 
tember 9th, 1909, being a part of ‘‘Libelant’s Exhibit 
5,’? and ask you what there is on that card that en- 
ables you now to identify it as being correct? 

A. The same as I stated with regard to the last 
card. 

Q. Do you recognize that that card has no check 
mark of yours on it? 

A. I do not see any check mark on it, or pencil 
mark, 
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Q. I hand you the card of John Benson, dated 
September 21st, being part of ‘‘ Adamson Exhibit No. 
3,’’ and ask you to cxamine that card and tell me what 
tliere is on it that enables you now to speak for its 
verity in the particulars that you have testified to. 

» A.’ Nothing more than that I testified that that was 
properly checked off as regards the number and time 
and [872—282] everything on it at the time it was 
made out. 

Q. You recognize there is no check mark of yours 
on it? 

A. I recognize there is no pencil mark that I have 
made, on it. 

Mr. FRANE.—In this examination are you offer- 
ing the suggestion that we had simulated these cards 
or made them up? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I am entitled to dispute 
the verity of this man’s remarkable evidence as to 
these cards. 

Mr. FRANK.—There is ome remarkable about 
the evidence. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I consider it is very re- 
maikable. You recognize that as well as I do. 

“Mr. FRANK.—I do not recognize it at all. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—You present these cards 
and have them identified by Mr. Adamson in the 
broad general way that you have, he swearing from 
his examination that he knew at the time they passed 
through his hands two years ago that they were cor- 
rect in certain particulars. I have certainly a right 
1o test the accuracy of his remembrance. 
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Mr. FRANK.—If you think that is testing the ac- 
curacy of his remembrance all right, proceed. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—It may be for the Court. 

Q. I call your attention to the card of James Mc- 
Donald dated September 9th, 1909, being part of 
‘Adamson Exhibit No. 26,’’ and ask you what there 
is on that card that enables you at this time to speak 
for its verity. 

A. I know that man was working there at that 
time. I know by his handwriting, that he has 
written out that card himself. 

Q. Anything else? 

A. And the date of it, and I guarantee it was 
passed before me. 

Q. Do you recognize it does not contain your check 
mark ? 

A. It does not require the check mark to identify 
the card as [373—283] far as the man is con- 
cerned. Probably the check mark is on that card. 

Q. Answer the question: Do you recognize the 
check mark is not on that card? 

A. I do not say that. There is a mark here that 
may probably be my check mark.- 

Q. Please put a circle around what you say may be 
your check mark. A. I say it may be. 

Q. Please put a circle around what you say.may be 
your check mark. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, put your initials under that circle? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Does that check mark at all enable you to iden- 
tify the card? 
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A. No, sir. I identify the card as belonging to 
that man by his own handwriting, and as being writ- 
ten out by himself. 

Q. I hand you the card of James McDonald of 
September 2d, 1909, being a part of ‘‘ Adamson Ex- 
hibit No. 26,’? and ask you if you can tell me now 
what enables you to identify that card as being true 
in the particulars that you have testified to. 

A. I recognize the man’s handwriting, and that 
man was working there at that time, and his time- 
card was passed by me as being correct at the time 
it was made out. 

Q. Nothing else on the card that enables you to 
identify it? . 

A. Probably there is. I see a check mark there. 
I see a mark there. 

Q. Is it yours? 

A. It probably stands for my check mark. 

Q. Does that help you to identify the card ? 

A. It helps me to identify the card if that is my 
pencil mark so far that I put that mark on it, that 
that is my check mark. 

Q. Does that help you to identify the writing that 
is placed after it, or the whole card? 

A. It enables me to identify the whole card as it 
stands there. [374—284] 

Q. Even though the other items on it are not 
checked ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you work at the shop on Sundays? 

A. When I am asked to. 

(. Asa rule you do not? 
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A. At that time I was working on Sundays if I was 
asked to. 

Q. Do you work now if you are asked to? 

A. I can judge for myself whether I have to work 
or not. I do not require to be asked. 

Q. Were you asked to work on Sundays during the 
months of August and September, 19097 

A. I cannot recall at the present moment whether I 
was or not. 

Q. Would that card enable you to state whether 
you worked Sundays or not, in August, 1909? I 
refer to the card of William Hay, dated August 29th, 
1909, being a part of ‘‘ Adamson Exhibit No. 24.”’ 

A. I can verify the card that I checked it off as 
being correct. 

@. Answer my question. 

A. I have answered already, I cannot recall 
whether I worked on August the 29th or not. 

Q. On Sunday? 

A. I have nothing to bring it to my memory. 

Q. But there is something on the card that enables 
you to vouch for its verity now in the particulars you 
have testified to? 

A. The check mark is on it there. 

Q. Your check mark? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I hand you the card of G. Martioli dated Sep- 
tember 6th, 1909, being a part of ‘‘Adamson Exhibit 
No. 22,’’ and ask you what there is on that card that 
enables you now to speak for its verity in the particu- 
lars that you have testified to. [875—285] 

A. The date of the card and the man’s name. 
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Q. Is there anything else? 

A. No other marks that makes me recognize it any 
more other than the man’s name and the date of it, 
and he was working there at that time. 

Q. There is no check mark on it of yours, is there? 

A. Not that I noticed. 

Q. By the way, can you tell me the names of the 
men that were working for you in August and Sep- 
tember, 1909? Put them in the record here. 

A. Give me the time-cards and I[ will tell you who 
they are. 

Q. So you cannot do it unless you see the time- 
card; is that correct? A. I could name some. 

Q. But not all? 

A. Give me the time-cards and I will tell you who 
they are. 

Q. Can you tell me how many men were working 
for you in August and September, 1909? 

A. I cannot recall how many were working at that 
time. 

Q. Mr. Adamson, who is it that puts the red marks 
that we find on these cards, on them ? 

A. The timekeeper. 

Q. What is his name? What was his name in 
August and September, 1909? 

A. Charles Sjoberg. 

Q. Spell it. A. S-J-o-b-e-r-g. 

* Mr. FRANK.—You have got it in the record. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q I hand you the card of 
G. Martioli of date September 11th, 1909, being a 
part of ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 22’’ and ask you if 
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you can explain why under the description of the arti- 
cles worked on we have the whole description in red 
ink. Can you explain why that entry of the articles 
worked on is in red ink in its entirety ? 

A. Yes, sir. I asked the [876—286] time- 
keeper to write in the articles that that the man was 
working on because the man did not know the name 
of the job he was working on. 

Q. Did you know the name of the job? 

A. I knew the name of the job. 

Q. Why did you not write it in? 

A. I did not make alterations as a rule myself, I 
made the timekeeper do it. 

Q. That would not be an alteration? 

A. That was done at my suggestion. 

Q. Referring to this same card, I will ask you if 
you remember whether you checked the card before 
or after the red ink insertion was made. 

A. I cannot recall that at the present time, but it 
was done at the time that the insertion with red ink 
was made. 

Q. So that you do recall that it was done at the 
time ? 

A. I know the rule by which I myself go in check- 
ing over these time-cards. 

Q. What is that rule? 

A. That when there are insertions or alterations 
made they are always made when I am checking off 
the cards. 

Q. And that you must then check it at the time the 
alteration is made? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. I hand you the card of G. Martioli, September 
12th, being a part of ‘‘ Adamson Exhibit No. 21,’’ and 
I see that on that card the same red ink entry ap- 
pears but there is no check mark on it. Can you 
please tell me now what it is that refreshes your mind 
as to the verity of that card in the particulars that 
you have testified to? 

A. There is on that card this insertion in red ink 
which would be made by my instructions by the time- 
keeper. [377—287] 

Q. Is that the only thing that mine you speak for 
its verity now? 

A. I speak for its verity so far as I say that the 
timekeeper would make that insertion at my sugges- 
tion. 

@. It would not be possible for him to make it 
without your suggestion ? : 

A. It is possible for him to do anything, but that 
is the general rule that I had in regard to these cards. 

@. Do you remember that he made this particular 
insertion at your instruction, that I refer to in the 
card in question ? 

A. I recognize by the card, of it having been made 
at my suggestion. 

Q. What is it that the card shows you that enables 
you to testify that that was made at your suggestion ? 

A. AsI have stated with regard to other cards, that 
the timekeeper would not have written that in red 
ink only at my suggestion when I was checking off 
the cards. 

Q. I hand you the card of G. Martioli, dated Sep- 
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tember 18th, 1909, being part of ‘‘Adamson Exhibit 
No. 21,’’ and ask you to tell me what work was done 
on job 5295 for six hours. 

A. IT don’t remember now. It is too far back. 

Q. Well, would you pass a card in that did not 
show any work done under a job number though it 
showed time worked on a job number ? 

A. That card was checked off by me and found cor- 
rect at the time it was made out. 

Q. You have testified that that card was correct as 
to the articles worked on. What are the articles 
worked on under 5295 for six hours ? 

A. I do not recall the number worked on at that 
time. 

Q. Look at this card. Don’t you see that the card 
has no itemization of work done for six hours upon 
5295? [378—288] 

A. What is that to my memory now, after two 
years? 

Q. I do not think it is anything. 

A. You are trying to tell me it is a guide to my 
memory. 7 

Q. Do you admit it is no guide to your memory ? 

A. That was found correct at the time that I 
passed on it. 

(. That is the best answer you can make? 

Mr. FRANK.—When he makes an answer ap- 
parently it is the best answer. If you suggest an- 
other one he might take your suggestion. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I would suggest that he 
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amend his testimony with regard to the six hours’ 
> work. 

Mr. FRANK.—I do not think so at all. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—You asked me for my sug- 
gestion and I give it to you. You ought to treat it 
more kindly. 

Mr. FRANK.—TI see I made a mistake. If I 
should ask for your suggestion generally you would 
not pay your bills. That is what this proceeding is. 

-Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We have offered to pay the 
just value of this work. 

A. I once answered that same question before in 
regard to one of these time-cards. Martioli is a 
helper, and there are probably 4 or 5 or 6 machinists 
working on pieces on that number. He is liable to be 
called by any one of these machinists to lend a hand 
with the work, and it was known at the time he was 
working on that number, and probably all these dif- 
ferent machinists on different pieces, and the articles 
worked on were not specified. It was taken as a gen- 
eral thing in regard to the helper’s work. [879~— 
289 | 

@. Can you name some other helpers in the shop 
besides Martioli, that were helpers in August and 
September, 1909? 

A. James McDonald was a helper— 

Q. Any others? A. —at that time. 

Q. Any others? 

A. Probably if I were to go through the time-cards 
I could tell you. 
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Q. What is the difference between a helper and an 
apprentice? 

A. The difference between a helper and an ap- 
prentice ? 

Q. Yes—is there any difference? Iam asking you 
that, Mr. Adamson. 

A. An apprentice is called a machinist and a 
helper is called a helper or a laborer. 

Q. Then there is a difference betwen a helper and 
an apprentice ? A. I would say so. 

Q. I show you the card of C. W. Higgins—he was 
not a helper, was he? A. Show me his card. 

Q. Why do you want to see his card? In order to 
answer the question? 

A. In order to answer the question, to be able to 
answer your question. 

Q. That is, if on the card there appears the word 
“‘helper’’ or ‘‘machinist’”’ that would help you? 

A. Not necessarily. 

Q. What is there on the card that would help you? 

A. Probably the nature of the work would guide 
me. 

Q. Then I will show you his card, under date of 
August 31, 1909, being a part of Libelant’s Exhibit 
19; will you tell me from an inspection of the card 
whether he was a helper or not? 

A. He was an apprentice. 

Q. He was an apprentice ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What is there on the card— 

A. In the very early stages of apprenticeship. 
[380—290] 
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Q. What is there on the card that tells you he was 
in the early stages of apprenticeship ? 

A. I know his apprenticeship ain’t ended yet; that 
is why. 

Q. You knew that before you looked at the card, 
didn’t you? A. I wanted to see his initials. 

Q. I gave you his initials. 

A. To be sure—am I not entitled to see the cards 
when I want to make sure? 

Q. Certainly. 

A. I have the right to ask for the cards. 

@. I give you the card. A. Yes. 

Q. Will you please re-examine this card of August 
31 of C. W. Higgins and tell me what work he was 
working on for nine hours under job number 5295 ? 

A. Well, during the early stages of their appren- 
ticeship, if it is found there isn’t enough helpers in 
the shop to do all the helping work at the time, when 
there is work to be done, the younger apprentices are 
often appointed to act as helpers for the time being 
to the machinists in the shop because they are not 
capable of taking charge of a job on their own re- 
sponsibility. 

Q. And that is your only explanation of this card’s 
verity to show the character of the work being done 
by this man for nine hours? 

A. That is the explanation I gave for it. 

Q. All right. I show you the card ofi the same 
man, C. W. Higgins, dated September 6, 1909, being 
a part of Adamson Exhibit No. 19, where it is shown 
that for nine hours straight time this man is credited 
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under job 5295, and ask you if the same explanation 
applies to that as to the last card shown you? 

A. That is the explanation I give for it, the same 
explanation as the other. 

Q. I see that he is given overtime there. You do 
not know whether [881—291] that was a Sunday, 
do you? | 

A. Well, I did not look at the day, but when he is 
getting double time for it, it would be either a Sun- 
day or a holiday. 

Q. I have examined you, Mr. Adamson, on various 
card numbers that are to be found in exhibits from 
1 to 47 which have been introduced on your direct 
examination—I have not been able to examine the 
other exhibits yet between 47 and 103, but if there 
be in those exhibits cards that have not your check 
mark on them, J suppose that your explanation of 
your ability to properly verify those cards at that 
time would be the same as it is to the cards which you 
have been examined on,—where your check mark 
does not appear? 

A. If I remember, my former remark to that was 
that I can verify them because I know all shop cards 
passed through my hands before they went to the 
office, whether they have my check mark on them or 
not. 

Q. Then your answer would be the same practi- 
eally? A. Yes. 

Mr. FRANK.—He has answered that. 

The WITNESS.—Yes, that would be my answer, 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. By the way, what en- 
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ables you now to remember that these cards passed 
through your hands, these cards that have no identi- 
fying check marks of yours on them? 

A. AsI told you, these men were working there at 
that time, and their time-cards were passed by me 
as being correct every morning as they were made 
out, 

Q. I turn now to the cards on which you were ex- 
amined this morning by Mr. Frank and which have 
been introduced in evidence as your exhibits from 
104 to 121 inclusive. A. Yes, sir. [882—292] 

Q. And referring to the card specially of W. 
Bouick, being part of Exhibit No. 105—it is dated 
September 20, 1909,—I ask you what there is on that 
card now that enables you to speak for its verity in 
the particulars that you have testified to. 

A. I know that that man was working there at that 
time as a machinist, and that his time-card was 
checked off by me as being correct at the time. 

Q. You recognize that that particular card has no 
check mark of yours on it? 

A. No, it has no special check mark on it, as far as 
I see. 

Q. I call your attention now to the card of James 
Furman under date of August 31, being a part of 
Adamson Exhibit 107, and ask you what there is on 
that card that at this time enables you to speak for 
its verity in the particulars that you have testified 
to. 

A. He was a machinist working with us at that 
time, and that is marked there as his card, and I 
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checked off that card at the time as being correct. 

Q. You recognize that it does not contain your 
check mark? 

-A. I do not see any special check mark on it. 

Q. I hand you the card of James Furman of date 
September 4, 1909, being part of your Exhibit No. 
107, and ask you what there is on that card that en- 
ables you to speak for its verity in the particulars 
that you have testified to. 

A. The same answer that I made to the last. 

Q. Do you recognize that that card has no check 
mark of yours on it? 

A. I do not see any special mark on it. 

Q. When I say ‘‘check mark’’ why do you answer 
‘‘special check mark’’? You do not see any check 
mark on it, do you? [3883—293] 

A. Tam referring to the check mark that I usually 
put on. I am not trying to get around the question in 
answering it that way. Hereafter I will try to be 
more direct. 

Q. So when you say ‘‘special check mark’”’ you 
mean your mark? 

A. The mark that I usually put on the card. That 
is what lam referring to. Jam not referring to any- 
body else’s mark on the card. 

Q. I hand you the card of James Furman of date 
September 8, 1909, and ask you whether there is any- 
thing on that card or what there is on the card that 
enables you to speak for its verity. 

A. I make the same answer that I made to the last. 

Q. Do you recognize that it has not your check | 
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mark on that? 

A. It has no special check mark on that. 

Q. I hand you the card of John Moork of date Sep- 
tember 4, 1909, being part of your Exhibit 110, and 
ask you what there is on that card that enables you 
to speak for its verity at this time. 

A. I make the same answer in regard to it as I 
made to the others. 

Q. You recognize that there is no check mark of 
yours on that card? 

A. No, there is no special mark on it that I see. 

Q. There are two cards belonging to Charles Holm- 
quist that were identified by you this morning and 
vouched for by you this morning; one of them is 
dated September 7, 1909, and the other is undated, 
as far as I can understand it. Can you tell me when 
that work was done on that latter card ? 

A. Only the one card you are referring to? 

@. Read the question, Mr. Reporter. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. He wants to know what the 
date of it is. A. Oh yes. [884—294] 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. Can you tell me when 
the work was done that appears on that undated 
card? A. Well— 

Q. What is that? 

Mr. FRANK.—That is not entirely undated. 

A. There is the ‘‘5’’ there—‘‘5”’ there means the 
date; that would be the date. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. That means what date? 

A. That would be the day of the month in which it 
was worked on. 
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Q. What month was it? 

A. I cannot recall that now. 

Q. What year was it? A. I cannot recall. 

Q. So you cannot give us any help as to when that 
work was done? 

A. No; any more than it was checked off at that 
time by me as being correct. 

Q. But you do not know what time that was? 

A. I cannot recall now what time it was. 

Q. I thought perhaps you knew because you had 
verified it. 

A. I would know at the time, all right. 

Q. I hand you a card of James Furman dated Sep- 
tember 12, 1909, being part of your Exhibit No. 117, 
and ask you what there is on that card that enables 
you now to speak for its verity in the particulars that 
you have done. 

A. Well, I see a special check mark on there. I 
see my usual check mark on it. 

Q. Where is it, Mr. Adamson? Draw a circle 
around your check mark. 

A. Wait until I get a pencil. 

Q. Do not destroy the check mark. 

A. There is the check mark right there. I did not 
touch it. 

Q. Put your initials, ‘‘R. A.’’ on there. 

A. Yes. (After drawing a circle and putting his 
initials on it.) That is where [885—295] TI see 
that check mark on that ecard. 

Q. So that is what enables you to speak for its 
verity, is it? 
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A. Any more than the man was working there at 
the time, and his time was checked off as being cor- 
rect by me at the time. 

Q. Mr. Adamson, I call your attention to the card 
of James Furman dated September 13, being part of 
Exhibit 117, and ask you if you can explain why you 
directed the timekeeper in the office to change the first 
two numbers from 5295 to 5325, 

A. My explanation is that I had found that the 
numbers as given by the man had not corresponded 
with the piece that was worked on, the number on 
the piece that was worked on, and I made the time- 
keeper put in the proper numbers of the piece that 
the men had been working on at the time. 

Q. Mr. Adamson, your testimony heretofore has 
been to the effect that in the first instance you have 
given to the man the job number. Now, that being 
so, you evidently gave to this man job number 5295. 
What was it that made you afterwards change that 
job number to 5325? 

Mr. FRANK.—That does not follow at all, that he 
gave that man that number 5299. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Mr. Frank, if you have an 
objection, please state it; please do not argue it so 
as to give the witness the cue. Just make your objec- 
tion. 

Mr. FRANK.—My objection is that your state- 
ment is assuming a fact which is not true, and at- 
tempting to mislead the witness, and when I say that, 
I do not mean it offensively, either. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I will try to rectify it. 
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Q. Mr. Adamson, I do not want to mislead you. I 
have understood [3886—296] that in the first in- 
stance you always gave to the man the job number on 
which he was to work; is that correct ? 

A. If I remember, the last statement was that I 
put the number on the job when it came into the shop, 
and then it was taken and delivered to the man who 
was to work on it, and I was not responsible for the 
man mistaking the numbers; when there are several 
numbers running in the shop, a man is quite liable 
as a rule, as they do, once in a while, to get the wrong 
number on the piece he works on and gets it mixed 
up, and it is my duty to see that that number is recti- 
fied, that the right number was put on the time-card 
as against the piece he was working on, if the man 
had made a mistake on them. I have said that be- 
fore in regard to this same thing. 

Q. Am I not still correct that in your testimony 
you have said that you are the man who furnishes 
the operator, the machinist, with the job number? 
He may make a mistake with it afterwards, but you 
furnish him that number? 

. L put the number on the job. 

. That goes to him to work on. Gece, Sit 

. Now, this card has four numbers on it. 

. Yes, sir. 

. All of them were originally 5295. 

. Yes, sir. 

. But the first two 5295 numbers have beerf 
changed from that to 5325. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Can you remember why that was done? 


OPoOrPOOP- 
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A. I can’t remember any more than I had found 
he had put the wrong number on the piece he had 
been working on that is marked opposite these num- 
ers, and I would find that out by knowing the piece 
he was working on at the time, and the number that 
was on that piece, [887—297] and he had been 
probably mixing up his numbers, and got the wrong 
number down in connection with that piece, and I 
had to have it changed: to the right number. 

Q. So that your explanation is that originally that 
piece as it first came to you had 5325 on it. 

A. I do not infer that at all from what I have said. 
I stated that if I found that man had put the wrong 
number down for the piece he had been working on I 
got it rectified when I checked over the cards. 

Q. That is just exactly what I have meant to say 
to you. 

Mr. FRANK.—But you did not. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—Q. I understand that when 
the piece came to you, the work came to you from the 
office, it must have had 5325 on it—or was it changed? 

A. What number is put on there? 

Q. 5295. 

A. That is the number that had been given me from 
the office for the piece that was worked on. 

Q. Exactly. When that piece came to you from 
the office it had 5325 on it. A. The piece? 

Q. The work, the specifications. 

A. Now, you are getting at it. When I got the 
number from the office for that piece,—the piece 
comes from the ship, and I get the number to put on 
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that piece from the office. 

Q. Isn’t it quite likely, Mr. Adamson, that when 
this piece, these specifications came from the office, 
it had 5325 on it, and during the course of the work 
or after it was checked up or at a time when you com- 
menced to check it up, you got instructions from the 
office to change that to 5295? 

A. J don’t remember of getting any instructions to 
that effect. [388—298] 

Q. That is quite possible? 

A. JI can’t say whether it is possible or not, because 
I do not remember ever anything of the kind hap- 
pening in connection with it. 

Q. You never heard of a number being changed 
from one to another during the course or progress of 
the work? 

A. No; I don’t remember anything to that effect. 

Mr. FRANK.—What is the materiality of all this? 
They are both ‘‘ Hilonian’’ numbers and against time 
work. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—That is your contention. 

Mr. FRANK.—That is a fact. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—That it is time work—that 
is where we differ with you. 

Q. I hand you the card of Ed Acosta of date Au- 
gust 31, being part of your Exhibit No. 118, and ask 
you what there is on that card that enables you now 
to speak for its verity. 

A. Any more than that that man was working in 
my department at that time, and that his card was 
made out for that and I passed that card in as being 
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correct at the time. 

Q. You recognize it does not contain your check 
mark ? 

A. No, there is no special check mark on it. 

Q. I hand you the same man’s card dated Septem- 
ber 1, being a part of the same exhibit, and ask you 
the same question. A. I make the same answer. 

Q. You recognize that that has no check mark of 
yours on it? 

A. It has no special check mark on it. 

@. I hand you the card of the same man dated 
September 2, being part of the same exhibit, and ask 
you the same question. 

A. I make the same answer to that. [889—299] 

@. You recognize that the card has no check marks 
of yours on it? 

A. No special check mark on it there. 

@. You mean it has no special check mark on? 

A. It has no special check mark that I see. 

Q. I hand you a card of the same man, dated Sep- 
tember 4th, being a part of the same exhibit, and 
ask you the same question. 

Mr. FRANK.—That is No. 118? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Yes. 

A. I make the same answer. 

Q. You recognize that— 

A. I see no check mark on it. 

Q. I hand you the card of William Stewart, dated 
September 1, being a part of your Exhibit No. 120, 
and ask you the same question. 

A. I will give you the same answer. 
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-Q. You recognize it has no check mark of yours 
on there? 

A. There is no special check mark on it. 

Q. I hand you the card of the same man dated Sep- 
tember 4, being a part of the same exhibit, and ask 
you the same question. A. I see no mark on it. 

@. Your answer is the same. 

A. The answer is the same as regards the others, 
that the man was working there, and that it was his 
time-card for that day, and I checked it at that time 
and passed it in as correct. : 

. Q. I hand you the card of N. W. Albers of date 
August 31, 1909, being one of your Exhibit No. 121, 
and ask you the same question. 

A. Imake the same answer. I see no special mark 
on it. 

' Q. I hand you the card of the same man of date of 
September 2, 1909, being a part of the same exhibit, 
and ask you the same question. [890—300] 

A. I give the same answer. 

@. You see no check mark of yours on the card? 

A. No, I see no special check mark on it. 

Q. I hand you the card of the same man dated Sep- 
tember 4, being a part of the same exhibit, and ask 
you the same question. 

A. I give the same answer. 

@. You see no check mark of of yours on the card? 

A. No, I see no special check mark on it. 

Q. I hand you the ecard of the same man dated 
September 9, being part of the same exhibit, and ask 
you the same question. 
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A. I give you the same answer, I see no special 
marks on it. 

Q. You see no check mark of yours on that card? 

A. No, sir. 

(An adjournment is here taken until to-morrow 
morning, Thursday, August 24th, 1911, at 10 
o’clock.) [891—301] 


Thursday, August 24th, 1911. 

ROBERT ADAMSON, recross-examination re- 
sumed: 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—@Q. I think I omitted to 
ask you, Mr. Adamson, yesterday, as to the card of 
James Kassner, of September 12th, part of Adam- 
son Exhibit No. 29. I ask you to inspect that card 
and tell me now what there is on it that enables you 
to speak for its verity in the particulars that you 
have testified to on your direct examination. 

A. There is the name and the date and the hand- 
writing of the man who wrote out the card, whose 
card is represented to be there. 

@. And those are the only matters that enable you 
to vouch for the card? 

A. That makes me vouch for the ecard. 

Q. You recognize that there is no check mark on 
it, do you? 

A. I do not see any special check mark on it. 

Q. I show you the card of John Williams which 
was introduced in evidence in this case under date 
of August 29th, as a part of ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
128.’’ It appears from the card that ‘‘August’’ is 
not on the card, but I suppose we will admit that the 
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29th means August. 

Mr. FRANK.—That can easily be verified. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We will admit that that 
means August. 

Mr. FRANK.—Just let me look at it. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—You introduced it as Au- 
gust 29th. 

Mr, FRANK.—Yes, I just wanted to look and see 
ite 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—Q. TI show you that card, 
Mr. Adamson and ask you what there is on it that 
enables you at this time to speak for its verity in the 
particulars you have testified to on your direct ex- 
amination. [392—303] 

A. I make the same statement that I made in re- 
gard to the others, identifying that card as being 
the card of John Williams on that date. 

Q@. You recognize there is no check mark? 

A. There is no special check mark. I recognize it 
by his handwriting and signature. 

Q. You also recognize that we are not in this case 
identifying the handwriting of John Williams? 

A. You ask me to identify the card? 

Q. Yes, and the work done on the card. 

A. I know, if I may be allowed to state, that that 
man signed his pay-roll at the time he got his pay, 
and the card was made out, and it is the same hand- 
writing, is it not? 

Q. I show you the card of the same man, John 
Williams, dated September 4th, and being a part of 
the same exhibit, No. 128 Adamson, and ask you what 
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it is that appears on that card that enables you to 
speak for its verity in the particulars that you have 
testified when the card was introduced. 

A. The same answer as the last card. 

Q. You recognize that there is no check mark on 
that card? 

A. There is no special check mark on it. 

Q. I hand you the card of John Williams, under 
date September 12th, being a part of Exhibit No. 127, 
and: ask you what there is on that card that enables 
you now to speak for its verity in the particulars you 
have testified to. 

A. I make the same answer as I made in regard to 
the other. 

Q. You recognize it has no check mark of yours on 
it? A. There is no special check mark on it. 

Q. I hand you the card of J. Blake, of September 
Ist, 1909, being part of Adamson Exhibit No. 132, 
and ask you the same question. [393—304] 

A. I make the same answer with the addition that 
I knew that that man was working on the work at 
that time. 

Q. You recognize that your check mark does not 
appear on this particular card? 

A. There is no check mark on it in particular. 

Q. I hand you the card of the same man, under 
date of September 2d, being a part of Adamson Ex- 
hibit No. 132, and ask you the same question. 

A. I give the same answer. 

Q. You recognize that there is no check mark on 
that card? A. No special check mark on it. 
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@. I hand you a card of the same man under date 
of September 4th, being a part of Exhibit 132, also, 
and ask you the same question. 

A. I make the same answer. 

Q. You recognize there is no check mark on that 
card ? A. None. 

Q. I hand you the card of Thomas McConky, dated 
August 30th, 1909, being part of Adamson Exhibit 
No. 133, and ask you the same question. 

A. My answer is that I verify that card by know- 
ing the man’s handwriting personally, and knowing 
that the man was working there, and knowing that 
his signature was put to the pay-roll at that date. 

Q. Mr. Adamson, do you recognize that in your 
last statement you have not answered my question? 

A. Read over the question and I will try and an- 
Swer it. 

Mr. FRANK.—I do not understand that he has not 
answered your question. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Read the question, Mr. Re- 
porter. (The Reporter reads back consecutively six 
auestions until he arrives at the one to which Mr. 
McClanahan says he refers.) 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—That is the question with 
reference to Thomas McConky. [394—305] 

Mr. FRANK.—I do not see why that was not an 
answer to that, Mr. McClanahan. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN,.—I have asked the witness a 
question, if he wants to answer it let him. Please 
do not answer it yourself. 

Mr. FRANK.—You have stated he has not an- 
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swered your question. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I beg pardon. Read my 
question to the witness, Mr. Reporter. 

(The Reporter reads the question.) 

Q. Do you recognize by your last statement that 
you have not answered my question? Now, can you 
answer that? 

A. I recognize the card by the handwriting of the 
man who made it out. I answer that distinctly with 
Thomas McConky. I know him personally and am 
very familiar with his handwriting. That is his 
handwriting I will verify on that card. 

Q. Now, my question, Mr. Adamson, referred to 
your testimony given with reference to that card on 
your direct examination when Mr. Frank was exam- 
ining you. My question referred to your testimony 
given at that time. At that time, as I remember your 
testimony, you vouched for that card in certain par- 
ticulars as to date, as to job worked on and job num- 
ber. Now, I have asked you what there is on the 
card that enables you to vouch for those particular 
matters that you have already testified to. In your 
answer to my question you have referred to some- 
thing that was not before you at the time that you 
answered Mr. Frank’s question on the direct examin- 
ation, namely, the clock card. Do you now say that 
the clock card is what enables you to vouch for Mr. 
Thomas McConky’s card of August 30th, 1909? 

A. I do not, sir. So far as that particular card is 
concerned I have stated that I recognize his hand- 
writing on that card. [895—306] TI did not refer, 
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I don’t think, in particular to his clock card but to his 
handwriting on his time-card. 

Q. So that your reference in your answer to the 
clock card had nothing to do with my question ? 

A. Well, it does not necessarily have to do with 
that. I know his handwriting and that is his hand- 
writing on that card. That is what it is. 

Q. I show you the card of the same man dated Sep- 
tember 1st, 1909, and being a part of Adamson Ex- 
hibit No. 133, and ask you what there is on that card 
that enables you to speak for its verity in the par- 
ticulars that you have testified to on your direct ex- 
amination? 

A. Well, the man’s name is there and he was work- 
ing there at that time for the firm, and I checked off 
his card at that time that it was handed in to me. 

. You recognize there is no check mark on that 
card? 

A. I do not see any special check mark on it. 

@. There was no check mark on the card of the 
same man of August 30th, that you have just been 
examined on? 

A. Did you not ask me that same question before ? 

Q. I say you find no check mark on the August 
30th card? 

A. I do not see any special check mark on that 
either. 

Q. I hand you the ecard of the same man, dated 
September 2d, being a part of the same exhibit, 
Adamson No. 133, and ask you what there is on that 
card: that enables you to speak for its verity in the 
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particulars that you have testified: to. 

A, Yes, sir, the man’s name and the date on the 
card makes me verify it. 

Q. Anything else? 

A. Otherwise there is no special marks on the card. 

@. Your check mark does not appear on the card? 
[396—307 ] 

A. No, sir, I have no special check mark on the 
eard. j 

Q. Ihand you the card of J. Blake, of September 
21st, 1909, being part of ‘‘ Adamson Exhibit No. 135,” 
and ask you what there is on that card that enables 
you at this time to speak for its verity in the partic- 
ulars that you have testified on your direct exam- 
ination ? 

A. By the man’s name and: by the date on it, and 
knowing that he was working there at that time, and 
also by his handwriting I recognize that card as 
being the card of John Blake. 

Q. You recognize that there is no check mark of 
yours on the card? 

A. I do not say that there is any check mark on it; 
no, sir. That is no consequence to me as far as I am 
concerned in recognizing the ecard, 

Q. These cards have not been seen by you since 
they were passed in, in August and September, 1909, 
until this occasion ? 

A. Until this occasion. This is the first time I 
have seen them since then. 

Q. I hand you the card of William Robertson, 
dated August 30, 1909, being part of ‘‘Adamson Ex- 
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hibit No. 136,’’ and ask you what there is on that 
card that enables you to speak for its verity in the 
particulars you have already testified to? 

A. I see no special marks on it, but I recognize it 
by knowing that this man was working there at that 
time, and that I passed his card amongst the others. 

Q. Your check mark is not on the card? 

A. No, sir, I see no special check mark on it. 

Q. I hand you the card of the same man, dated 
August 31st, part of the same exhibit, and ask you 
the same question as to its verity. 

A. I make the same answer to that as I made to 
the other. [897—308] 

Q. You recognize that there is no check mark on 
that? A. I do not see any check mark on it. 

Q. The check mark is not necessary for you to 
identify this card in the particulars you have testi- 
fied to? 

A. No, sir, not in the least. 

Q. I hand you the card of W. M. Albers, dated 
September 12th, 1909, being part of ‘‘ Adamson Ex- 
hibit No. 187,’’ and ask you what there is on that 
eard that enables you at this time to speak for its 
verity in the particulars that you have already testi- 
fied to on cross-examination ? 

A. I give the same answer as I gave to the other. - 

Q. You find no check mark on that card, do you? 

A. No special check mark on it. 

Q. Since when during the course of your examina- . 
tion in this case, did the check mark cease to be im- 


452 Matson Navigation Company vs. 


(Testimony of Robert Adamson.) 
portant in identifying the particulars testified to on 
these cards? 

Mr. FRANK.—That is objected to. That is un- 
fair in view of the examination yesterday, and the 
testimony of the witness on that subject. You at- 
tempted yesterday to make out from his previous 
testimony, that he testified differently to what he 
is testifying now. I submit that you failed in that 
respect. There was no such testimony in the rec- 
ord and you are now assuming something that is not 
in evidence; in other words, that there is a change 
in his testimony in that regard. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—Q. Can you answer my 
question, Mr. Adamson? Now, that the objection is 
in read the question, Mr. Reporter. 

(The Reporter reads the question.) 

A. I do not think it ever had a beginning as far 
as I am concerned on these cards that you are put- 
ting before me at the present time. [3898—309] 

Q. Do you make a distinction between the cards I 
am now examining you on and the cards you have 
previously been examined on with reference to the 
check mark being an aid of identification ? 

A. I am talking of, so far as I understand you to 
mean, so far as I understand your question—I am 
talking of each card as you give it to me, and am 
trying to answer the questions fair and square as 
far as Lam able in my own judgment to do so. I do 
not think that I ever made a beginning in saying actu- 
ally that I could not verify any card because there 
was no check mark on it. 
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Q. You make no distinction, then, between the 
cards that have been introduced in evidence from No. 
1 to 141, inclusive. They are all alike, as far as 
your ability to identify them is concerned ? 

A. I have stated all the time that all these cards 
which you have put before me, have been passed by 
me at the time that they were made out, and passed 
by me as correct, because I know that these men were 
working there at that time, and if they were not there 
at that time they would not have been passed by me. 
Their name is there and the date is there and I knew 
these men were working there during that time, and 
it does not require the special check mark which you 
speak so much about to make me remember that 
these men were working there and that these are their 
cards that I have checked off when I was there at 
that time. 

Q. You make no distinguishment between the 
cards at all. They are all alike with reference to 
your ability to identify them? 

A. They were all checked off by me at that time 
as being correct. 

Q. Why cannot you answer my question, Mr. 
Adamson; I asked you [899—310] if you made 
any distinguishment between these cards, in your 
ability to identify them. They are all in the same 
category. 

A. I am trying to answer the question as I an- 
swered it before. As I do not grasp your meaning 
you must excuse me. I am telling you what I have 
said already. <All I can say about it, as far as I 
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understand your question— 

Q. Please do not say it again. We have heard 
it. J understand tat. 

Mr. FRANK.—Do not interrupt him. He has as 
much right to repeat his answer as you have to re- 
peat the question over and over again as you have 
been doing. 

tv. MeCLANAHAN.—Q. You can answer my 
question yes or no, and then make any extended ex- 
planation you wish. Are these cards all in the same 
category as far as you remember in the identification 
of them? Say yes or no. 

Mr. FRANK.—That is not fair, ‘‘say yes or no.”’ 
That is not a proper way to intimidate the witness. 
It is intimidating the witness, that is what it is. 
The witness is entitled to give the full explanation 
so that he shall be understood and not misunderstood, 
whatever his answer may be. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—Q. Mr. Adamson, are you 
being intimidated ? 

A. You know that better than I do. 

Q. I know whether you are being intimidated or 
not? 

A. I am not taking it that I am being intimidated 
‘by anyone. I am trying to answer the question to 
the.best.of my ability and as truly as I can. 

Q. Please answer the question as well as you can. 
- A, I am only telling the truth, and will not say 
anything but the truth. 

Q. Answer the question. 

A. It does not require any special [400—311] 
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mark to make any distinction between the card that 
has the mark on and one that does not have them on. 

Q. Amen. We have heard that, but that is not 
an answer to my question. Please tell me, will you, 
why these cards are in the same category, all of them, 
from 1 to 141, with reference to your ability to iden- 
tify them ? 

Mr. FRANK.—He has already answered that 
question distinctly in his last answer whether you 
think it is or not. 

Mr. MceCLANAHAN.—Q. Will you please answer 
it? 

A. If I have answered that question I do not see 
that it is necessary to answer it again. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Mr. Reporter, please turn 
back a little. I want to call the witness’ attention 
to the statement that has called forth all this discus- 
sion where he makes particular emphasis of the cards 
that I am examining him on now. 

(The Reporter reads the testimony. ) 

Q. You see, Mr. Adamson, now that your testi- 
mony has been read to you that there was a hint 
that you make a distinction between the cards I am 
now. examining you on with reference to the check 
mark, and the cards you have been examined on prior 
to this. Do you make any such distinction between 
these cards? They are all in the same category, are 
they not? 

A. Allow me to put in this little bit. Some of 
these cards you examined me on this morning I 
know, I can recognize them by the handwriting that 
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is on the cards, because I know that the handwriting 
of some of these persons passes before me every 
working day in the year from the time of the work 
until the present day, and’I can recognize them by the 
handwriting. I make that. 

Q. With that distinction, there is no other between 
the cards? 

A. That is the only distinction that I will make 
at the present time. [401—312] 

Q. You recognize that on the card of M. W. Al- 
bers of September 12th, being part of Exhibit No. 
137, there is no check mark of yours? 

A. No, sir, I don’t see any check mark on it. 

Q. I show you the card of William Boehle dated 
August 30th, 1909, being part of ‘‘Adamson Exhibit 
No. 188,’’ and ask you what there is on that card that 
enables you now at this hearing to speak for its ver- 
ity in the particulars that you have testified to? 

A. I make the same answer to that as I made to 
some of the former cards, that I knew the man was 
there on that date and I passed on his card and found 
it correct at the time. 

@. You recognize that there is no check mark of 
yours on the card? 

A. I do not see any check mark on it. 

Q. You remember the date of August 30th, 1909, 
now, do you? 

A. I remember he was working there at that time. 

@. Will you answer my question? You remember 
the date of August 30th, 1909 ? 

A. Of course I do. 
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Q. What day of the week was it? 

A. August 30th? I think it would be a Thursday, 
would it not? 

Q. Thursday? Did.you say Thursday? 

A. No, sir, it would be a Monday. 

Q. Monday ? A. Yes, sir. 

@. How do you remember now it was a Monday? 

A. It would be very simple, by going over these 
cards and remembering that August 29th coming up 
so often was a Sunday. 

Q. When did you learn first at this hearing that 
August 29th was a Sunday? 

A. I don’t remember the exact moment. 

Q. You learned it by finding August 29th was 
marked Sunday on some particular card? 

A. I think I made an answer to that already. 
[402—313 ] 

Q. Answer it again. 

A. The fact that I found it by looking over these 
cards so often that are put before me and other 
things, August 29th, September this date, and Sep- 
tember the other date, that it was Sunday and double 
time marked on it, and one could not miss seeing that, 
could he? 

Q. Tell me whether you remember August 29th 
was Sunday, by seeing Sunday written on the card? 

A. Just as I remember everything else on the 
ecards. When these cards were made out I would 
check them off for Sunday if it was a Sunday or if 
it was a Monday or Thursday, or whatever date it 
was checked off. 
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Q. I hand you the card of the same man, Willie 
Boehle, dated August 31st, being part of the same 
exhibit, ‘‘ Adamson No. 188,’’ and ask you what there 
is on that date to enable you to speak for its verity 
in the particulars you have testified to on your direct 
examination ? 

A. I give the same answer, that I knew that man 
was working there, and passed on his card at the 
time. 

Q. You recognize there is no check mark on the 
card ? 

A. No, sir, I do not see any check mark on it. 

Q. I hand you the card of William Robertson, 
dated August 28th, 1909, being ‘‘Adamson Exhibit 
No. 140,’’ and ask you what there is on that card 
that enables you now to speak for its verity in the 
particulars that you have testified to on your direct 
examination ? 

A. I make the same answer to that card. 

Q. You recognize there is no check mark of yours 
on the card? A. No check mark on it that I see. 

. I hand you the card of H. Strowenjans of date 
September 12th, 1909, being part of ‘‘Adamson Ex- 
hibit No. 16,’’ and ask you what there is on that 
card that enables you at this time to speak for its 
verity in the particulars you have testified to 
[403—314] on your direct examination ? 

A. I recognize it by that man’s handwriting, that 
that is written by himself, and: the date on the card, 
and likewise as I see, a check mark on the ecard. 

Q. Is it your check mark? 
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A. I see a check mark on it. 

Q. Is it yours? 

A. I guess it is my check mark. 

Q. Will you please put a circle around it and rien 
your initials opposite the circle? 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Let me see it. 

A. Right there (pointing). 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Mark it underneath ‘‘R. 
a 

Q. I hand you the card of J. L. Chandler, dated 
September 21st, being a part of ‘‘Adamson Exhibit 
No. 51,”’ and ask you what there is on that card that 
enables you at this time to speak for its verity in 
the particulars that you have testified to? 

A. I recognize the card by the man’s name and his 
handwriting. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Who is that, Chandler? 

A. Yes, sir. JI make the same answer in regard 
to that card as I did to some of the others, that I see 
that man’s handwriting every working day of the 
year at the present time. 

Q. You recognize there are no check marks on that 
card? 

A. No, sir, I did not notice any check marks on it. 

Q. I hand you the card of Gus Albers, dated Sep- 
tember 12th, being part of ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 
51,’ and ask you what there is on that card that 
enables you at this time to speak for its verity in the 
particular that you have testified to on your direet 
examination ? 

A. That card is the card of Gus Albers for that 
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date. He was working there at that time, and I 
verify that it-was-correct when I checked it off. 

Q. I ask you what there was on the card that en- 
ables you to identify it. Please answer the ques- 
tion. [404—315] 

A. The name and the date makes me recognize the 
eard in connection with the man personally. 

@. You recognize there is no check of yours on the 
card? A. I did not look for that. 

Q. Look. . 

A. No, sir, I do not see any check mark on it. 

Q. I hand you the card of B. Materne, dated Au- 
gust 28th, marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit No. 83,”’ and 
ask vou what is there on that card that enables you 
at tuis time to speak for its verity in the particulars 
that you have testified to? 

A. I would say that the handwriting on the card 
would make me verify that card. 

Q. You recognize there is no check mark of yours 
there? 

A. I take so little interest in that check mark in 
verifying the card, that you must excuse me if I do 
not answer that every time. No, I see no check 
mark, 

‘@. No check mark? 

A. I do not see any check mark on it. 

Q. Mr. Adamson, at the time these cards were 
shown you on your direct examination, and at the 
time that you gave your testimony with reference 
to the verity of the hours, numbers and work done 
as shown by the cards, you had not before you any 
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of the respective clock cards of the men whose time- 
cards you were then examining, had you % 

A. No, sir, not that I remember. 

Q. In fact, you know nothing about the clock 
cards, and have so testified, have you not? 

A. I know nothing about the totalling up of the 
cards, but the cards are now there, and by compar- 
ing the one thing with the other, which one is able 
to do you can make a comparison surely. 

Q. Who kept the time, and who superintended the 
work of the men in your shop and in your depart- 
ment at night when you were not there, during Au- 
gust and September, 1909? [405—316] 

A. I did so long as I was there until I went home. 

Q. That is not answering my question. 

A. I am not finished. 

Q. All right; I beg your pardon. 

A. I knew the job the men were working on and 
I could have a good idea how long it would take them 
to do it, and what amount of work they would put 
on it during the night that I was not there, so that 
I could verify whether they put the work on it or not. 

Q. In other words, you were the night timekeeper 
for the nights when there was work being done, and 
you were not present in the shop ? 

A. It was not necessary that I should be present in 
the shop every hour of the day even during the day 
to know that a man was doing the work assigned to 
him. A man might be working two or three hours 
on a job and I might not see him although I was in 
the shop and I would check it off. It is just the 
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same in regard to this night work. I knew what he 
was working on when I left the job and I would 
know what amount of work was done, and the time 
it was finished. 

Q. Whether it was necessary or not, please an- 
swer my question. Were you the night timekeeper 
when work was being done in the shop and you were 
not on duty? 

A. It was my duty to check the time that was 
worked on these pieces even at night. 

Q. When you were not there ? 

A. I never checked them off when I was at home; 
I always checked them off when I was at the works. 

(. The work that you checked off at night when 
you were not there, was work performed when you 
were at home, is that correct ? 

A. Yes, sir. I could not be expected to be there 
night and day [406—317] all the time. 

Q. So that you had no other night timekeeper ex- 
cept yourself? 

A. No, sir, not to my knowledge, not that I can re- 
member. 

Q. Mr. Adamson, do you remember what night 
work was done on the ‘‘Hilonian’’ in August and 
September ? 

A. No, sir, I could not specify any particular job 
that was done at that time on the ‘‘Hilonian”’ either 
night or day. It was too far back to carry my mem- 
ory back to every little item done in the shop two 
years back. 
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Q. That is, you cannot say that there was any night 
work? 

A. I can certainly say there was night work. 
There was night work all right. 

Did you work at night? 

. I worked part of the night many times. 

. In August and September, 1909? 

. Yes, sir. 

. You remember that distinctly, do you? 

. I know by my time-cards, when I was looking 
over the time-cards there, my time-cards and other 
things, I remember well enough working overtime 
during that big rush, when the rush job was in the 
works. Yes, I remember working overtime at that 
time. 

Q. Mr. Adamson, do you know when this ‘‘ Hilon- 
ian’’ job first came into the shop, what day of the 
month it was and what month? 

A. No, sir, I don’t remember at the present time. 

Q. While it was in the shop were you in attendance 
during the whole period that the work was being done 
in the months of August and September? ‘That is, 
were you there each day ? 

A. That is more than I can remember now, it is so 
far back. I cannot remember every little detail, 
whether I was there each day or night. 

Q. Would your time-cards show whether you were 
there or not? 

A. Probably they would. [407—318] 

Q. Will you please examine your time-cards which 
I now show you, being ‘‘Adamson Exhibits 99, 100 
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and 101,’’ and see if you can answer my question as 
to whether you were there during the period that the 
work was going on each day? 

A. That does not help me out yet. I cannot tell 
whether all my time-cards are here or not. 

Q. Will an examination of your clock cards help 
you? 

A. I don’t know. I have nothing to do with the 
clock cards. JI have nothing to do with them. I do 
not manipulate them at all any further than I have 
testified as to the man’s name and signature. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Mr. Frank, will you please 
produce Adamson’s time-cards for September 5th, 
6th, 7th, 18th, 19th, August 25th and 26th. 

@. Mr. Adamson, whether you are enabled to de- 
cipher the clock cards so as to answer my question 
with reference to your attendance on the work on 
the ‘‘Hilonian,’’ the clock cards do state the days and 
all the time that you were in attendance on the shop, 
do they not? 

A. That is entirely up to somebody else to answer 
that question. The time-card is what I have got to 
do with as far as I am putting in the time and check- 
ing up the time. As to checking up and totalling up 
the time on the clock cards let somebody else do that. 

Q. I think you have misunderstood my question. 
You could not have worked in the shop any day with- 
out the clock cards showing that fact? 

A. I cannot remember what days I was working, 
whether I was there every day, or whether I was 
away some days during that time, but I— 
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Q. Will you please answer my question? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Read the question, Mr. Reporter. 

(The Reporter reads the question). [408—319] 

A. Well, it is not a general rule that one can be 
there, but it is quite possible for one to be at the shop 
and not punch his card, because that is sometimes 
overlooked, and under some conditions it is not done, 
at least under some special conditions. I don’t know 
what they may be or what may cause it, but some- 
times a man omits to punch his clock. I do not say 
that that was not punched under special conditions. 

@. Do you mean to convey the impression that the 
clock cards are not necessarily accurate as showing 
the fact of a man’s presence in the shop at certain 
hours? 

A. Every man has got to accept his clock card as 
correct when he signs his name to it, I guess, when he 
takes the wages given to him off of that card. 

Q. Do you mean to say that you can under any 
circumstances work in the shop without touching the 
clock when you go in and punching it when you come 
out? 

A. Yes, sir. There are certain things which I 
have tried to explain. A man may go in and forget 
to punch his clock. 

Q. Did you ever go in and forget to punch the 
clock ? a 

A. I cannot remember at the present time, but it is 
quite possible that it might be done. 
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Q. And you cannot remember that you have ever 
done it? 

A. I cannot remember that I have ever done it, 
though I say it is quite possible. I do not remember 
any specific time that I may have done it. 

Q. The probabilities are, hovever, that the clock 
cards for August and September show truthfully 
your presence or nonpresence at the shop by those 
marks? 

A. It is probable that they show the correct thing 
done, the correct time punched. [409—3820] 

Q. Now, about the time-cards; do you ever do 
work and not turn in time-cards? 

A. The time-cards were turned in all the time. 

Q. You never work and fail to turn in time-cards? 
A. No, sir, the time-cards should always be turned 
in. 

Q. I notice Mr. Adamson, that some of your own 
eards bear a check mark. Will you please examine 
the time-cards of yourself contained in the exhibits 
T have referred to and tell me whose check mark that 
is that appears on some of your cards? 

A. That is my own check mark. I check off my 
own cards in connection with the others, my time- 
eards the same as the others. I check them all off. 
When I go over the other cards I take mine along 
with me and check them so as to see that I put them 
down the same as other people. It is checked off at 
the same time. 

Q. So you found it necessary to check off your own - 
work? 
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A. I did not find it necessary. I did it through 
force of habit. JI check every card. I would just 
pass on my own the same as the others. J suppose 
a man has a right to go over his own figures the 
second time to find out if he is correct. When he has 
compared it with the list, when he is checking off all 
the cards, he is entitled to put down any mark that 
he wants to. 

@. You notice also on some of the cards there is 
no check mark ? A. That is quite possible too. 

Q. Your own cards? 

A. Under the same explanation. I did not bind 
myself to mark either one card ox another, or all the 
cards. Just as the thing came over and I happened 
to have a pencil with me, I checked them off and 
marked them. If I did not happen to have a pencil 
I did not mark them. [410—321] 

Q. Mr. Adamson, referring to your exhibit No. 
101, being the time-cards sent in from August 30th, 
as follows: August 30th, August 31st, September Ist, 
September 2d, September 3d, September 4th, Sep- 
tember 8th, September 9th, September 10th and Sep- 
tember 11th, please examine the nature of the work 
shown on those cards and tell me whether that was 
work done on the surface-table. Designate what 
work of yours as shown by those cards was done on 
the surface-table. Any work on August 30th card? 

A. That is no guide to my memory at the present 
time. These things all passed through my hands at 
the time they came into the shop, and I could not re- 
call what special piece I worked on or what special 
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work I did on any piece at that time, but that was put 
down accurately as the time I worked on these pieces, 
and the numbers connected with them at that time. 

Q. I am asking you now with reference to the card 
of August 30th, whether that work shown there was 
done on the surface-table or not? 

A. It was done by me as part of my duty at the 
surface-table. 

Q. At the surface-table? 

A. I was at the surface-table. It was my duty to 
remain at the surface-table. That includes the duty 
of the stuff being brought to the man at the surface- 
table, delivered to him when it was first brought from 
the ship; they are ordered to take it up to the man 
at the surface-table. That is where it is landed; 
they get their orders to take it there first. I could 
have put down, instead of ‘‘machinist,’’ I could have 
put down ‘‘surface-table,’’ and all the work that 
was entered on there had a connection with the 
surface-table. I was the connecting link between the 
surface-table and the job. 

Q. Can you tell me now with reference to the card 
of August 31st, whether any of that work was done 
on the surface-table or not? [411—322] 

A. It was all done by me and I had a connection 
with the surface-table. J cannot recall any particu- 
lar part, or what was done in any particular part 
now. 

. Q. Please answer my question, whether you can 
identify any of that work as having been done by you 
on the surface-table? A. I cannot recall it now. 
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Q. Then we will pass to the next card. September 
1st, can you identify any of that work as being work 
done by you at the surface-table? 

A. I make the same answer. 

Q. I ask you the same question with reference to 
September 2d card? 

A. I give the same answer yet. 

Q. I ask you the same question with reference to 
September 3d again? 

A. I give the same answer, but that was all work 
passed by me when I was at the surface-table, and 
it was correct when I did it and checked it off. 

Q. I ask you the same question with reference to 
September 4th card? 

A. I make the same reply to that. 

@. I ask you the same question with reference to 
September 8th card, whether it was work performed 
by you at the surface-table ? 

A. Yes, sir, all my work was done in connection 
with the surface-table at that time. 

Q. You are evading my question Mr. Adamson, 
when you say in connection with the surface-table. 
I want to know whether the work was actually done 
by you at the surface-table or on the surface-table ? 

A. That is bringing it down pretty fine, two years 
back to recall. I am telling you distinctly I cannot 
remember any special thing that I did to any special 
piece at that time. I will verify that that card was 
properly made out according to the work I worked 
on at the time. 
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Q. Did you do any work on the surface-table your- 
self? [412—323] 

A. Of course I did. It was my duty. 

Q. Can you identify it? 

A. I cannot identify any special piece at this time; 
all that time back. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—With the possible further 
cross-examination with reference to the cards that L 
have asked you to produce, Mr. Frank, I have now 
finished with the witness. 

Mr. FRANK.—Then we had better take an ad- 
journment until 2 o’clock. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Will you have the a 
then ? 

Mr. FRANK.—We will look for the cards. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—AII right. 


(A recess was thereupon taken until 2 P. lie) 
[413324] 


AFTERNOON SESSION. 

ROBERT ADAMSON, recalled. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Did you get the time- 
cards, Mr. Frank? 

Mr. FRANK.—No. Do you think there will be 
much more cross-examination, Mr. McClanahan, 
after you get the time-cards? I would like to take 
up my examination all at once. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I think there will be very 
little more cross-examination after I get those cards, 
the cards of September 5, 6, 7, 18, 19 and August 25 
and 26. 

Mr. FRANK.—What are you repeating them for. 
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We had them in the record this morning. Well, I 
would like to finish with this man this afternoon and 
get rid of him. I will go on with him. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—TI do not think my ceross- 
examination is going to be very lengthy. 


Redirect Examination. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Mr. Adamson, this morning 
you were shown a card of Stimmel, under date of 
September 12, in Exhibit 8, and asked concerning the 
absence of the check mark upon that card. Now, I 
show you the entire Exhibit 8, composed of 10 cards, 
and ask you first whether you recognize Stimmel’s 
handwriting? Just examine them. (Handing.) 

A. (After examination.) Yes; I recognize that 
as Donald Stimmel’s handwriting on these cards. 

Q. How many cards did I say—8 or 10? 

A. 10, I think. 

Q. How many of those ten cards bear your check 
mark and how many are unchecked? 

A. Before I answer you, did you say 10? I think 
there is surely more than that. There is 11 cards. 
Twill [414—325] tell you how many I can see the 
check mark on here. There is 10 cards out of the 
11 that have a check mark on. 

@. There are 10 cards out of 11 that have a check 
mark on? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you notice any difference in the hand- 
writing on the unchecked card from the handwriting 
on the checked cards? 

A. No, sir. They are written by the same man. 

Q. Now, you were asked concerning the card of 
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John Wojdacki, dated September 21, Exhibit 7, 
as being unchecked. I call your attention to all of 
the cards in Exhibit No. 7, consisting of five cards, 
and ask you to examine them and state whether or 
not you recognize the handwriting of Wojdacki on 
those cards? 

A. (After examination.) Yes; they are all 
written by the same man. | 

‘Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I object to the answer as 
being irresponsive to the question. 

A. I will answer it in another way. They were 
written by the man whose name is on the top of this 
card. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. That is, you know his hand- 
writing ? 

A. I know his handwriting, and weed are all 
written by the same man, and J see—if you wish me 
to answer the question that I did—I don’t know; 
you had probably better ask it again, the last part 
of the last question. 

Q. I was just going to ask you about how many of 
those cards are checked and how many unchecked ? 

A. There are four with check marks on and one 
without check marks—out of the five. 

Q. Your attention was called to the cards of P. 
Mockel under date of September 12 and September 
21 and September 9—I do not see any September 9— 
September 12 and 21, Exhibit 6, as being [415— 
326] unchecked. I now pass you the exhibits 
consisting of 11 cards—I will put them together. 
Calling your attention to the cards dated September 
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12 and 21, of Exhibit 6, and September 9 of Ex- 
hibit 5, all being cards of P. Mockel. I now pass 
you both of said exhibits, consisting of 11 cards, and 
ask you to state, in the first place, whether or not 
you recognize the handwriting. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Do you care Mr. Frank, 
to state the materiality of this handwriting evi- 
dence? 

Mr. FRANK.—I am not called upon to divulge 
my case any more than you would when I allowed 
you to go on helter-skelter. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I will have to make the 
objection to it as immaterial. 

A. In answer to the first question, I will say I 
recognize his name as written by himself and I 
recognize his handwriting on all of these cards. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Now, state whether or not the 
cards which do not bear check marks are in the same 
handwriting as the cards that do bear check marks. 

A. They are in the same handwriting exactly, sir; 
written out by the same man himself. 

Q. How many of them out of the two sets, the two 
exhibits, bear check marks? 

A. 8 out of 11 bear the check mark. 

®. 8 out of the 11? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Upon your cross-examination your attention 
was called to a card of John Benson, September 21, 
Exhibit 3, as not bearing a check mark. I now 
hand you the entire exhibit, consisting of 5 cards, 
and ask you to examine them and state whether or 
not you recognize the handwriting on each of those 
cards? [416—327] ‘ 
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Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I note the objection that 
it is immaterial. 

A. Yes; those five cards are all in the handwriting 
of John Benson. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. How many of them are 
checked? I mean bear the check mark. I do not 
mean ‘‘are checked,’’ but how many bear the check 
mark. 


A. I think that four out of five of them are check- 
marked. 

Mr. FRANK.—TIf it is Just the same, I prefer not 
to go on any more this afternoon. It is very difficult 
for me to do so. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN,.—Are you feeling unwell, 
Mr. Frank? 

Mr. FRANK.—Yes. 

(An adjournment was here taken until Friday 
afternoon, August 25th, 1911, at 2 o’clock.) [417— 
328 | 


Friday, August 25th, 1911. 

ROBERT ADAMSON, recalled for further re- 
direct examination. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Mr. Adamson, in your former 
testimony, I believe it was on cross-examination, in 
describing your surface-table work, you spoke of 
laying off the work and placing lines on the work? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you explain more in detail what that is? 

A. Yes. When a job comes in from a ship, that 
the guides want to be planed off, before I send up 
the piece I will draw a line on that, file a line off the 
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face of the table, draw a line on that for the man 
that is going to machine it before it is delivered to 
the man who is going to machine it, or any similar 
piece of work that wants a particular amount off or 
alteration to it, I will make a line on it before I send 
it up to the machine. That is only part of my 
duties; that is one part of my duties in the shop, 
only to see that the thing is actually marked before 
the machine-man gets it. 

Q. What do these markings indicate, that a cer- 
tain portion of the piece is to be taken off? 

A. Yes, it is wanted to plane off a piece, a guide; 
I will lay the line off on that, to plane that line. 

Q. In order to lay that line, what do you have to 
do—gauge it in any way? 

A. Put it down and put my rule on it, and put a 
surface gauge on it. 

Q. What else is the nature of that work? 

A. That is all the work—that is the general work 
that is done on that table, taken as a general thing, 
laying the lines off on the pieces before they are 
machined, to guide that man that is to machine them. 
There is no tool work of any kind in [418—329] 
connection with it, neither chiselling nor filing, nor 
anything else in connection with it. 

Q. Is that what you mean by laying off the job? 

A. Yes, that is what I mean by laying off the Job. 

Q. And on different pieces or different kinds of 
jobs it takes varying lengths of time, does it? 

A. Yes, it takes time. I may not get it all fin- 
ished just when I started in with it, for something 
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else might come in and I would have to leave off for 
probably a little while, and then go back on it, but 
it is on that table until I am finished with it, before 
it goes to the machine. I cannot stand constantly 
by it from the time I start until I finish it, but as 
a rule I can finish a job when I start with it before 
I leave—it takes some time, and often don’t take so 
much time. 

Q. And isn’t that time that you charge up on your 
cards against the job that is occupied in doing these 
duties that you have mentioned ? 

A. That is part of the time charged on. 

@. And what is the rest of it? 

A. The time that I am handling that job and pay- 
ing attention to that special piece or pieces in con- 
nection with any given number. That is the time 
I charge up, whether it is finding numbers or press- 
ing the numbers on or checking them up after they 
are finished or looking after the job while it is under 
way; in connection with the same number my time 
includes all these different parts. 

Q. You were asked on your cross-examination 
whether you had seen these cards between the time 
that you passed them into the office and until you 
had seen them on this occasion, and you said no. 
By ‘‘this occasion’’ what did you understand to be 
meant, [419—330] the ie moment when 
you were being examined ? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I object to that. 

A. No, sir. At the time I saw them, when I 
came into this office-room here; from the time they 


United Engineering Works, ATT 


(Testimony of Robert Adamson.) 
passed through my hands until the first time I saw 
them in this room, I have never seen them. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Whether or not you had gone 
over and examined them in this room before you were 
called as a witness—I do not mean called as a wit- 
ness, but before you were examined as a witness, 
state whether or not— 

A. (Intg.) I understood that question which was 
asked at that time of me to mean from the time that 
I handed them over to the office until the time I saw 
them in this room for the first time. 

Q. Well, did you see them in this room Pee ee 
to the time of testifying? 

‘A. No, sir, I never saw them until I was called 
here to testify in regard to them; except when the 
Court sits now, or as the inquiry sits now, as you see 
when everybody is here, I never saw them; likewise 
I did not know what I was going to do in connection 
with them when I came here, not the least under- 
standing. 

Mr. FRANK.—That is all. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Is that all your redirect 
examination ? 

Mr. FRANK.—Yes. Are you going to cross-ex- 
amine him again? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Just as often as you give 
the opportunity, Mr. Frank. 

Mr. FRANK.—I do not understand that proce- 
dimes 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I would like to recross-ex- 
amine him. | 


478 Matson Navigation Company vs. 


(Testimony of Robert Adamson. ) 

Mr. FRANK.—On anything that I bring out on 
my cross-examination that is new. [420—3381] 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—On anything that you 
bring out. 

Mr. FRANK.—I have not examined him on any- 
thing that has not been brought out pertinent to the 
cross-examination. 

Mr. MceCLANAHAN.—We will see. 

Mr. FRANK.—Very well. I object to any 
further cross-examination on that ground. There 
must be some limit to it, some time to quit. 


Recross-examination. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. Mr. Adamson, what is 
your shop number? A. 320. 

Q. Was that your number in August and Septem- 
ber, 19097 

A. As far as I remember, that would be my num- 
ber for the last year—for the last year or two, as 
fay as I can remember. That has been my number 
for the last two years, and that is my present num- 
ber. 

Q. Can you identify any of the men under you 
by their number ? 

Mr. FRANK.—Well, now, I object to that as 
nothing to do with anything that was brought out 
on redirect examination, and the cross-examination 
has proceeded to its finish, and unless you can advise 
me what the purpose of the present cross-examina- 
tion is L shall ask that it be referred to the Court 
before proceeding further. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—Simply, Mr. Frank, a pre- 
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liminary question which will appear to be material 
in the next question or two that I have. 

Q. Answer the question, please. 

A. J will answer the question. 

Mr. FRANK.—Read the question to him. 

(The last question repeated by the Reporter.) 

A. Well, in beginning to answer that question, I 
will say that I don’t in any way study the numbers 
of the men, the shop numbers. [421—332] 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—Q. Then you cannot iden- 
tify any of the men by their numbers? 

A. Well, maybe one or two I could identify, but 
as a rule I pay no attention to a shop number, what- 
ever itis. Itis the name of the man that is working 
in that department that I pay attention to, and the 
time-card. 

Q. Well, you say you can identify one or two. 
What are they ? 

A. I might possibly do it, but I won’t guarantee 
that I can at the present moment give you it offhand. 
J can soon do it if you give me the cards. 

Q. Of course, if you can see the man’s name. 

A. And at the same time, I will tell you, in an- 
swering that question, that I paid no attention to the 
shop numbers whatever. That is a thing that I paid 
no attention to. It is the man’s name that I pay at- 
tention to, and the time-card. It is no part of my 
duty to remember his shop number. That is not my 
duty at all. J have my own number to bear in mind, 
and that is a thing that particularly concerns me in 
that line. 
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Q. You have identified on your redirect examina- 
tion yesterday afternoon, some cards by the hand- 
writing which you find on them; is that not so? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Which cards had the man’s name on, did they 
not? A. I guess they did. 

‘Q. Whatisthat? <A. I guess they did. 

Q. Well, it was through seeing the man’s name 
that you were able to identify the handwriting, was 
it not? 

A. I can identify the handwriting on the time- 
cards that were shown to me. 

Q. Without seeing the name? 

A. Well, the card is there that I was asked to 
identify the handwriting on, and I identified it. 

Q. Answer the question: you identified the hand- 
writing on the [422—333] card because you saw 
the name at the head, did you not? 

A. I can identify some of the men’s handwriting 
without seeing the time-cards. If I was to get the 
handwriting eo of the time-cards I could 
identify them. 

Q. I am speaking now “of the cards that you iden- 
tified yesterday afternoon. You identified them be- 
cause you saw the man’s name at the head? 

A. Well— 

Q. (Intg.) Is that not so? 

A. You show me the card or give me the number 
of the card that I identified and I will tell you if I 
can identify that card by the handwriting. 

Q. Now, Mr. Adamson, I will have to insist that 
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you answer my question: that is, you identify the 
handwriting on the card because vou saw the man’s 
name at the head; is that not so? 

A. Whose handwriting do you want me to iden- 
tify ? 

Q. Will you answer my question? You identified 
those cards yesterday afternoon because you saw 
the man’s name at the head of the card; is that not so? 

A. Well, I will answer that I could identify those 
eards that I verified yester ony the handwriting of 
those men. 

@. Without the names? 

A. Without the names; I think I could manage to 
identify them without the name at all. 

Q. You are sure the name had nothing to do with 
them ? 

A. No, sir, I would know the handwriting, as a rule, 
the handwriting of these men that I was asked to 
identify the time-cards of—the handwriting of these 
men has passed by me day after day, to this day, for 
years. | 

Q. And you are enabled to identify the handwrit- 
ing of those particular men without the names? 

A. Yes, a great many of the men in the shop, with- 
out the name, I can probably identify them without 
seeing the names to the [423—334] cards. 

Q. I am talking about the men that you identified 
yesterday ? A. I answered you in regard to that. 

Q. That you can identify them without the names? 

A. Yes, I think I could identify them without the 
names. 
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Mr. FRANK.—Do not separate those cards; do 
not take them off of the files. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—They will be taken care of, 
Mr. Frank. They are not introduced in evidence 
on the files. 

Mr. FRANK.—That is the purpose of putting 
them on the files. Cover up the names all you want 
to, but do not take them off of the files. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We will cover up the 
names. 

Q. Now, Mr. Adamson— 

Mr. FRANK.—(Intg.) Leave them on the file 
and cover them up all you want to. 

Mr. MecCLANAHAN.—AII right. I will have to 
conduct my examination in my own way. Those 
eards are a part of the records of this case. 

Mr. FRANK.—So they are. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—And I shall use them as I 
see fit. 

Mr. FRANK.—The purpose of putting them on 
the files is to keep them together, so that they will 
not become mixed up or lost. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I give you my word that 
there will be no mixing up or losing of the cards, 
and what is done with them will be done in plain 
view. 

Mr. FRANK.—Done what? | 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—In plain view. I am not 
attempting to mix the cards. Read me the last ques- 
tion before the interruption, [424-335] Mr. Re- 
porter. 
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(The last question repeated by the Reporter.) 

Q. Did the name which you saw on the cards 
which were given to you yesterday have anything 
to do with your identification of the handwriting ? 

A. Well, I identified the whole card that was put 
before me, them and the other handwriting too, I 
guess; I took a general view of the card. I would 
think that when the name was there, that it would 
surely be part of the identification of it. 

Q. Isn’t it the fact, Mr. Adamson, that the name 
was the sole guide to you in the identification of the 
handwriting on the cards? A. Not in every. case. 

Q. I am speaking of the cards you examined yes- 
terday; was it not the sole guide? 

A. Well, as I say—oh, the sole guide? 

Q. Yes. 

A. Well, I will say that yesterday while they were 
before me, it would be partly a guide. 

Q. Answer my question; was it not the sole guide? 

A. I have answered it as far as I can understand. 
I am not going to tell myself or. say anything to-my- 
self that I know that is not—that was not in my mind 
at the time. 

Mr. FRANK.—He said it was partly a_ guide. 
That is an answer to your question. 

Mr. MceCLANAHAN.—I understand very well 
what he said. That is not an answer to my question. 

Q. Was it the sole guide? 

A. I am telling you, to say that it was either the 
sole or not the sole guide, I would not be telling the 
truth to myself or anybody else, because it was there 
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before me at the time, and I cannot tell you what 
was passing in my mind at the time. [425—336] 

'Q. Are you aware, Mr., Adamson, that in your 
prior testimony in this case, you have identified some 
of the cards that have been introduced in evidence 
here, by the handwriting ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You remember that, do you? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—How are you taking those cards 
out so as to get them back again? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I told you I guaranteed to 
put them together in the same place. 

Mr. FRANK.—I think I have a right to make that 
inquiry. 

“Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I have answered it once 
before. 

Mr. FRANK.—No, you have not. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We have the file; we know 
where to put these cards. It would be a very poor 
system if you could not take a card out and put it 
back in its place. 

-Q. I hand you the card of a man whose shop num- 
ber is 329, and I cover up on the card the man’s name 
at the top, leaving the body of the card with the man’s 
handwriting on. 

Mr. FRANK.—Let me look at it please. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—I am not offering anything 
in ‘evidence. 

“Mr. FRANK.—I object to the question—I have 
a right to see the card so as to object to it. I have 
a’ perfect right to see it. 

~The WITNESS.—The number is nothing to me— 
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Mr. FRANK.—(Intg.) One moment. This is 
my part of it. I have a right to see that before the 
witness answers it. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—You have a right te see 
this card before the witness answers? 

Mr. FRANK.—TI have a right to see the manner 
in which you present that to the witness. [426— 
337 | 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I will show you the man- 
ner (showing). 

Mr. FRANK.—I have a right to see the card. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—For what purpose? 

Mr. FRANK.—To inspect it. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—It is already in evidence. 

Mr. FRANK.—I understand that. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Do you mean to say I can- 
not examine this witness on a document already in 
evidence without your inspection of that document? 

Mr. FRANK.—Not in the manner in which you 
have readjusted the document. If you give him 
the whole document very well. 

Mr, McCLANAHAN.—I am going to give the 
whole document, with the name on the top covered 
up. 

Mr. FRANK.—Why shouldn’t I see it before you 
hand it to the witness? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—You have no right to see 
me 

Mr. FRANK.—I shall object to any further cross- 
examination on this line until that matter is decided. 
I think I have a right to see it. 
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Mr. McCLANAHAN.—What do you wish to see 
it for? You introduced it in evidence it is your 
card. 

Mr. FRANK.—I am not going to argue with you. 
I insist upon my right to see that card. 

Mi. McCLANAHAN.—Well, Mr. Adamson, sup- 
pose you step outside a moment, will you, while Mr. 
Frank examines the card? 

Mr. FRANK.—What for? I object to that. I 
would like to know what you mean by that. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—I would like to know what 
- you mean by wanting to see the card. 

Mr. FRANK.—I want to see the card because it 
is my right to see it. If we were in court, I would 
see it. [427—338] 

Me. MecCLANAHAN.—The Court would not al- 
low you to see the card for a minute. 

Mr. FRANK.—It would. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Not for a second. It is 
your own exhibit that I am examining your witness 


on. 

Mr. FRANK.—You are not examining the witness 
ou it in the form in which it is put in evidence. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I would like to know why. 
I have put something over the name of the man at the 
top: of the’ card. 

Mr. FRANK.—I will not argue it with you 
UE NEL 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I insist upon the witness 
answering and without your seeing the card. 
- Mr. FRANK.—I will not argue it. 
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Mr. McCLANAHAN.—You can see the card; I 
will show it to you, but I do not want you to handle 
2 

Mr. FRANK.—I would like to know why I can’t 
handle it. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Do you want to see the 
name of the man? 

Mr. FRANK.—I am not giving you my purpose. 
You are not entitled to know my purpose. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—If you will tell me you 
will not look at the name of the man— 

Mr. FRANK.—What do you mean? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I mean exactly what I say. 

Mr. FRANK.—What do you mean by suggesting 
if I not look at the name of the man? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—What do you want it for? 

Mr. FRANK.—Do you think I want it in order 
to destroy it? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I cannot imagine what 
you want it for. 

Mr. FRANK.—Then give itto me. [428—339] 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Will you not look at the 
name ? 

Mr. FRANK.—I will look at the name. I have a 
perfect right to identify that card. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I can give you the names 
of the men and you could have found it out by just 
referring to the files, if that is all you want. 

Mr. FRANK.—I do not want it for the sole pur- 
pose of looking at the man’s name. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—That is the most remark- 
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able request of yours that I ever heard of, Mr. Frank. 

Mr. FRANK.—That is the most remarkable pro- 
ceeding I ever heard of. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Do you say you want to 
look at the name? 

Mr. FRANK.—I want to identify the card and I 
have a perfect right to do so. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—AII right. I will let you 
identify the card then. (Handing a card to Mr. 
Frank.) 

Q. Now, Mr. Witness, please tell me whose card 
that is. 

Mr. FRANK.—One moment. I object to that 
upon the ground that the exhibit is not being pre- 
sented to the witness in the form in which it was pre- 
sented in evidence, and that the man’s name upon 
the card, as the man’s signature is one of the best 
evidences of the handwriting of the man, and it is no 
test of the memory of the witness’ handwriting of a 
man to disassociate the signature from the card 
itself. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—Q. Whose handwriting is 
that, Mr. Adamson ? 

A. (After examination.) Well, I think, and I give 
my answer with the same reservation, I think that 
is John Wojdacki’s handwriting. [429—340] 

Mr. FRANK.—Let me see that. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Wait a moment. I will 
ask that the covering of the card shown to the witness 
be marked as an exhibit in this case, ‘‘R. A. No. 142.”’ 

Mr. FRANK.—I make the further objection that 
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the cards presented to the witness yesterday were 
cards that were already admitted to be true, with 
eards that were questioned, and that it was the com- 
parison between the two to which the witness is en- 
titled. Now, let us see whose card that is. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Do not interrupt my exam, 
ination, please. 

Q. I hand you a card covered in the same way, that 
is, the handwriting at the top is covered; it is the 
eard of the man whose shop number is 530, and I ask 
you what his name is? 

Mr. FRANK.—Just one moment. Has the other 
card been marked ? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—It is going to be marked. 

Mr. FRANK.—Let it be marked. 

(The card is marked ‘‘R. A. No. 142.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—WNow, place the card in it. What 
are you doing? 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—TI am waiting for the wit- 
ness to answer my question. 

Mr. FRANK.—I object to the question upon the 
same grounds as I did the last one, that the card is 
not being presented to the witness in the form it orig- 
inally was, and that the material portion of it is 
being covered up, and neither of the other cards that 
were presented at the same time for comparison were 
presented to him. 

A. Well, I will make this answer, that in the form 
in which the card is presented to me I will not verify 
rt: 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. You cannot identify 
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the handwriting on the card of the man whose shop 
number is 5380? [4380—341] 


A. I say that in the form in which the card is pre- 
sented I will not verify it; that is all. 

Q. All right. I hand you— 

Mr. FRANK.—Cintg.) If there is going to be an 
identification of these things— 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—(Intg.) Q. I hand you— 

Mr. FRANK.—(Intg.) One moment. I protest 
and ask that this thing proceed regularly or not at 
all. You have got one card already marked, but you 
have not put it back into the folder. You are hold- 
ing it out in your hand, and the folder is marked for 
identification. The other card is not marked for 
identification at all. 

Mr. MceCLANAHAN.—Don’t you know that the 
shop number identifies it? 

Mr. FRANK.—The shop number may or may not. 
I do not know anything about that at all. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I will give you all the 
cards when I have finished with the witness. 

Mr. FRANK.—That does not answer the purpose. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—It will have to answer the 
purpose, ‘Mr. Frank. 

Q. I show you the card of a man whose shop num- 
er is 327, with the name of the man covered at the 
top, so that you can only see the handwriting on the 
body of the card, and ask you whose card that is, or, 
rather, whose handwriting it is? 

A. Well, I will make the same answer that I made 
to the last, that under the present form in which it 
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is shown to me, I decline to verify anything about it. 

Q. I hand you the card of a man whose shop num- 
ber is 328, with the name of the man at the top cov- 
ered but the body of the card, [481—342] the 
handwriting on the body of the card fully revealed, 
and ask you whose handwriting that is (showing). 

Mr. FRANK.—The same objection. 

A. And the same answer. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—Q. I hand you the card of 
a man whose shop number is 531, with the name of 
the man at the top covered up, the body of the card 
showing the handwriting of the man disclosed, and 
ask you whose handwriting that is (showing). 

A. I make the same answer. In connection with 
that, I may say that I already stated that I verified 
all these handwritings by the whole card that was 
shown to me, which probably would be suggestive to 
me in that line, so that in connection with taking 
them separately, I reserve to myself the right whether 
I identify them now for you. 

Q. I show you the card of a man whose shop num- 
ber is 347, with the name of the man covered up, 
but the body of the card showing the handwriting of 
the man fully disclosed, and ask you whose handwrit- 
ing that is (showing). 

Mr. FRANK.—The same objection. 

A. The same answer. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—Q. I hand you the card of 
a man whose shop number is 304, with the name of 
the man at the top covered up, but the body of the 
ecard showing the handwriting of the man fully re- 
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vealed, and ask you whose handwriting that is. 

A. I will give you the same answer. 

Q. Mr. Adamson, you recognize that the method of 
covering up all of these cards that I have shown you 
is the same as the method employed in covering up 
eard 329, the cover of which has been introduced as 
“R.A. Exhibit 142.”’ A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That is correct, is it? [432—343 ] 

Mr. FRANK.—I don’t know as that is a question 
for the witness. 

Mr. MceCLANAHAN.—Q. Answer the question. 
Read that question to him. 

(The last question repeated by the Reporter.) 

Mr. FRANK.—You can argue to that effect if you 
want to, Mr. McClanahan. 

Mr. MecCLANAHAN.—Q. Answer the question, 
Mr. Adamson. 

A. I will ask that it be read again. 

(The last question again repeated by the Re- 
porter.) 

A. All have been shown the same way. 

Q. The same method in covering up the signature? 

A. Yes, as far as I can see. 

Q. Mr. Adamson, do you know why Mr. Frank 
discontinued his cxamination of you as to your 
knowledge of the handwriting-on ‘these different 
cards, the examination which was commenced yes- 
terday afternoon? A. No, sir, I do not. 

@. You do not. There was no need for it was 
there, that you know of? 

' A. T heard Mr. Frank say he was feeling unwell 
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yesterday and he would not continue the session, and 
I heard no more. 

Q. I ask you now, do you know why he did not 
continue your examination on those lines this after- 
noon ? 

A. I don’t know anything in connection with this, 
but what goes on before the whole lot here. I do not 
suppose that any man here would take advantage of 
any other in that respect. 

Q. Mr. Adamson, if Mr. Frank had continued his 
examination you could have equally as well have an- 
swered as to the handwriting on other cards, could 
you not? - 

A. That is a matter whether I answer that or not. 
[433—344] 

Mr. FRANK.—I object to that. 

A. (Continuing.) There were no more cards pre- 
sented to me. 

Mr. FRANK.—One moment, Mr. Adamson. Wait 
until I get my objection in. I object to that. That 
is attempting to cast a reflection upon me in this 
examination. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—It is not intended as such. 

Mr. FRANK.—Because I have not conferred with 
the witness. If you want to know, I never conferred: 
with the witness about it. My reason for doing so 
you will find out hereafter. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—TI should like to know. 
That is the reason I am asking the witness. 

Mr. FRANK.—Why didn’t you ask me? 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—I could not get it from you. 
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’ Mr. FRANK.—You will find out in due time. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN,.—I am trying to get it from 
the witness; he does not know. 

Mr. FRANK.—That has nothing to do with any 
fear of being able to make the identification. To any 
person speaking of handwriting the name is a guide 
and. ought to be a guide. It is a most characteristic 
part of a man’s handwriting. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—Q. Mr. Adamson, the four 
names, or the cards, rather, that were handed you on 
yesterday, are not the only ones that you can iden- 
tify the handwriting of in the exhibits that have been 
introduced here, are they? 

A. Show me the eards and I will tell you. 

Mr. FRANK.—They are not, because yesterday, 
when you were examining him, he told you a half a 
dozen times he knew the man’s handwriting that 
came before him year in and year out. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. Is that the only answer 
you can make? 

A. I just make the answer that Mr. Frank has 
put in my [484—845] mouth, that I know these 
men’s handwriting when their card is put before me, 
their full card, as I am accustomed to see it. I can 
generally recognize the handwriting of the men, with 
the full card; that is the way I am accustomed to get- 
ting these cards, not with the name covered up, or 
any particular portion covered up, but I always get 
the card put straight down before me with the full 
name appearing, Jobs and everything on them. 

Mr. FRANK.—I presume, Mr. McClanahan, I can 
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see these cards you have covered up? 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—Certainly. I will put them 
back if you insist upon it, in their proper order. 

Mr. FRANK.—I will put them back when I get 
done with them. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—@Q. I have not had full op- 
portunity to examine all these time-cards which I 
would like to have done, in order to have cross-exam- 
ined you, Mr. Adamson, but I discover a change in 
red ink on your card of September 20th, on a part of 
your exhibit No. 99— 

Mr. FRANK.—(Intg.) One moment; I object to 
that— 

Mr. McCLANAHAN. — (Continuing.) Q. The 
same being from No. 5295 to 5318. I would like to 
ask you, Mr. Adamson— 

Mr. FRANK.—(Intg.) One moment. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Wait until the question is 
finished. 

Q. I would like to ask you, Mr. Adamson, your ex- 
planation of that change. 

Mr. FRANK.—One moment now. I make the 
first objection to that question and the statement 
that he has not had the opportunity to examine the 
eards—you have had them in your possession all yes- 
terday afternoon, last night and most of this morn- 
ing. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—That is not quite my state- 
ment. I said [485—346] as fully as I should 
have liked to. 
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Mr. FRANK.—Now, let us have the rest of that 
question. 

(The last question repeated by the Reporter.) 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Before you go into that 
question— 

Mr. FRANK.—(Intg.) Wait one moment until I 
get my objection to the former examination for you. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Answer the question. 

Mr. FRANK.—No, just one moment. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Mry. Frank, do you recog- 
nize that you are delaying the proceeding? 

Mr. FRANK.—I recognize I have a proper right 
to delay it in regard to these exhibits that you have 
put in evidence, and put my objection to them at the 
time before you proceed further on another subject. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I am not examining the 
witness on these exhibits. 

Mr. FRANK.—No, but you have been. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—I will give you plenty of 
time when I have finished my examination of the 
witness, to look them over. 

Mr. FRANK.—I am going to formulate my objec- 
tion now to these exhibits. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—AII right. 

Mr. FRANK.—Which I have a perfect right to do. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—There is no question be- 
fore the witness. 

Mr. FRANK.—It does not make any difference. 
Just one moment. Now, I object to these exhibits 
upon the ground— 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Exeuse me; what axiinite 
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do you refer to? 

Mr. FRANK.—tThe alleged handwriting tests. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN,.—I have not offered any ex- 
hibits excepting [436—347] the envelope cover 
for the signature. 

Mr. FRANK.—Well, I object to the test and move 
it all be stricken out upon the ground that four of 
the seven exhibits were cards presented to the witness 
for identification in cases in which he was not upon 
his redirect examination asked to identify, in two of 
which he was, and the first one that the witness stated 
correctly the name of the man attached to the card. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Do you care to identify the 
eards that you refer to as not having been testified to? 

Mr. FRANK.—I did not say they had not been 
testified to. J stated that he had not been asked on 
direct examination as you stated, by me, to identify 
the handwriting on those cards. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—AI right. We will not 
quarrel over that. Answer the question, Mr. Adam- 
son. ; 

Mr. FRANK.—What is the question? 

(The last question repeated by the Reporter.) 

Mr. FRANK.—This is again reopening the orig- 
inal subject, isn’t it? If it is confined to the single 
question, I have no objection to it, but I object to 
starting in again at the beginning and re-examining 
the witness. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I just want his explana- 
tion of this change, Mr. Frank. 

A. Well, I will give you the same explanation as 
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I have given to other cards, that this card came up to 
me, to be checked off, and when I was rechecking it, 
or checking it off before I handed it over to the 
office, J found that the wrong number had been 
placed against that piece, probably that the card was 
written out when I did not have the list before me, 
and when I [487—348] came to check it up I 
found the wrong number on it, I found it was wrong. 

Q. Do you appreciate that this is your own card 
that you are speaking of? A. My own card. 

Q. That you put down 5-2-9-5 on it originally? 

A. Yes, sir. And as I came to check it off, I made 
a rule, as I have said before, that I check my own 
card and any other card coming up for checking—I 
did not pass one card as a rule; I went over all the 
eards. If I found any card that did not tally with 
the number on the job with which they were done, 
they were rectified by me. That is the explanation 
I give in regard to that card. 

Q. You recognize that there is no check mark on 
that card? 

A. I recognize my own card, sir, and I know that 
T checked up all these shop cards, as a rule. 

Q. Mr. Adamson, one more question, and I think 
I have finished with you—temporarily, at least: I 
hand you the card of John Wojdacki, dated Septem- 
ber 15, 1909, being a part of ‘‘ Adamson Exhibit 7,”’ 
on which appears on the first line of the body of the 
card the following: ‘5378. 5 hours work piston for 
‘Ranger,’’”’? and ask you if that does not refresh 
your recollection now so that you can state whether 


United Engineering Works. 499 


(Testimony of Robert Adamson.) 

or not the ‘‘Ranger”’ was at the shop of the United 
Engineering Works when the work on the ‘‘Hilo- 
nian’’ was going on. 

A. No, sir. I have answered that question al- 
ready, and I don’t remember whether the ‘‘Ranger’”’ 
was at the shop at that time or not. I could not tell 
you. 

Q. Now, Mr. Adamson, you have checked over that 
card? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you did check it over at the time it was 
passed in, did you not? [438—349] 

A. Yes, I did. 

Q. You found the word ‘‘Ranger’’ after the entry 
for the piston, did you not? 

A. At the time that I checked that card over, that 
ecard was found to be correct as it now stands. 

Q. So that the ‘‘Ranger”’ was there at that time ? 

A. I eannot verify—I could not recall the 
‘*Ranger’’ or any other boat. 

Mr. FRANK.—I object to your arguing with the 
witness. If he says that is correct, you can make 
what argument you please from that. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. So this card, Mr..Ad- 
amson, with the word ‘‘Ranger”’ on it in parentheses, 
does not enable you now to say that the ‘‘Ranger”’ 
was at the United Engineering Works on Septem- 
ber 15th, 1909? A. Well, I say— 

Mr. FRANK.—(Intg.) One moment. I object to 
that. That is not an entry made by the witness him- 
self, and not a proper thing to put before a witness 
and call upon him to refresh his recollection by. He 
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has already testified that the card was right at the 
time, that he has no present recollection of the 
‘‘Ranger’’ being there at that time. It is further 
objected that it is immaterial whether the ‘‘Ranger’’ 
was there or was not there at that time. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Answer the question. 

(The last question repeated by the Reporter.) 

A. I make the same answer as I did before, that 
when I examined that card and checked it off at that 
time it was correct—when I checked it off, as I said 
before. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. At that time you know 
that there was work on the piston for the ‘‘Ranger’’? 
[439—350 | 

A. At that time I checked off that card as being 
correct. 

Q. Well, answer my question: You knew at that 
time that there was work done on the piston for the 
‘*Ranger’’? 

A. Well, I know I went over the card at that time 
and what was marked on the card and checked off 
was correct, as I left the card. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Take the witness, Mr. 
Frank, on new matter brought out. 

Mr. FRANK.—It is not worth considering; mere 
child’s play. I have no occasion, no necessity to do 
it, to make myself a party to it. Just return those 
cards, Mr. McClanahan, to their proper places. 
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GEORGE ALLEN, called for the libelant, sworn. 
Mr. FRANK.—Q. Mr. Allen, what is your busi- 

ness? A. Blacksmith. 

Q. Blacksmith in the employ of the United Engi- 
neering Works? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long have you been in their employ? 

A. Five years yesterday. 

Q. What position did you occupy during that 
time? A. Foreman blacksmith. 

Q. Foreman blacksmith? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Are you the head of the blacksmith-shop? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And all the men in the blac eerinecneen are 
working under you? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When you are doing work in the shop, state 
whether or not you are in the position to oversee 
the work of all the men in the shop. 

A. Yes, sir. [440—351] 

Q. Do you keep the time of the men in your de- ~ 
partment? A. I verify their time every night. 

Q. I understand that, but during the day how do 
you keep the time? 

A. Why, each fire or each man has a blackboard, 
and when I give him a job to do, I give them the 
number of the job, the articles to be made, note the 
time when he starts on the job and when it is fin- 
thing. 

Q. State whether or not you have a clock, Mr. 
Allen, for that purpose. 

A. Well, we have a clock, or a watch, the same 
ished. 
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Q. And what part does the blackboard perform in 
that matter? 

A. Well, he puts down his time when he starts on 
the job, and when he finishes it, on the blackboard. 

Q. On the blackboard? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What do you do with reference to noting it 
when it is put down on the blackboard, to when he 
stops? 

A. Well, that is part of the work, to put down the 
number, showing that the work is done, and then at 
night when the time-card is made out I verify the 
time. 

Q. Verify the time? 

A. Yes, to show it is correct. 

Q. Do you check up the cards of your men at 
night? 

A. Every night before I leave the shop. 

Q. Before you leave the shop? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. With respect to the material used in your 
shop, what do you have to do, with respect to keep- 
ing track of it? 

A. Yes. If I were given a blue-print from the 
head of any department, I would go over the blue- 
print and see what material I wanted; I would go 
to the rack and show the man that was going to do 
the work the materials. He would take it out and 
execute the order. [441—352] 

Q. How about ascertaining the weight? 

A. After the work is all finished, they call my at- 
tention to it, that the job was done, and we would 
take it into the machine-shop and put it on the 
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scales; if I did not go myself with it, Mr. Adamson 
would weigh it and return the weight to me. 

Q. How long have you been engaged as a black- 
smith, Mr. Allen? 

A. Well, I am almost ashamed to tell. 

Q. Well? A. All my life. 

Q. How long is that? 

A. Well, I have been a blacksmith now 40 years— 
39 years the 11th of last July. 

@. In the course of your— 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. (Intg.) What are you 
ashamed about, Mr. Allen? 

A. I might probably have done better. I might 
have followed some other business and made more 
money and not worked so hard. 

Q. You might not have had good health? 

A. I have been very fortunate in that line. I 
have never been sick a day in my life. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Let us get back to the ques- 
tion. In the course of your experience, Mr. Allen, 
as a blacksmith, what can you say of the skill ac- 
quired in knowing the weights of different pieces 
from an inspection of them? 

A. Do you want me to go into detail about iron, 
how it should look in case it should be broken or 
anything of that kind? 

Q. No, the weight of it. A. The weight of it? 

Q). Yes. 

A. That is, you would like me to tell how we can 
figure the weight without putting it on the scales? 

Q. First, you may tell us whether or not you have 
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acquired skill so that you can tell the weight with- 
out putting it on the scales? 

A. Well, yes. A foot of iron a foot square [442 
—3853] should weigh 380 lbs. weight. Now, by 
taking that rule we can get any Size, any weight of 
iron we see; that is, square iron. If it was a piece 
of round iron we would square the diameter, divide 
by 6, and that would give me the lineal weight of a 
foot of iron in any size, you see. 

Q. Now, you have said that if you did not go with 
it it would be weighed by Adamson? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was your practice, whether to go with 
it, or not? 

A. Well, that would all depend on circumstances. 
For instance, if a man would come to me and he 
would say—must I go into details this way, tell you 
what happened—must I or must I not? 

Q. Well, I do not want to have any unnecessary 
details, but I want to have sufficient to make plain 
the manner in which the weights upon your cards 
here have been ascertained in this case. 

A. If a man would say to me, ‘‘Mr. Allen, I am 
going to weigh this, will you go along?”’ if I was 
standing by in the shop, steaming wet, I would not 
go. I would say, ‘‘You go in and weigh that, and 
Mr. Adamson will give you the weight and bring it 
back to me.’’ Now, on the other hand, if it would 
happen that I was not steaming wet—everyone is apt 
to perspire, you know—why, I would go with him. 

Q. Well, in the case where the weight was 
brought back to you in the manner you have just 
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suggested, would you verify it in any way? 

A. I would not have any necessity to do anything 
of the kind. Mr. Adamson would give me the 
weight; he is the man who puts it on the blackboard, 
and when he would fill out his card, he would put 
his weight opposite the time, and he would have the 
stub—you cannot call it the stub because it was not 
taken from any regular book, it was simply taken 
from [448—3854] a piece of paper. 

Q. I show you a card now of G. Martioli, of Sep- 
tember 24, and it is marked ‘‘Adamson Exhibit 
221,.”" A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I ask you whether or not that man worked in 
your department at the time indicated on that card. 
A. Yes, because it is signed by me. 

. Well, was the card checked up by you? 

. Yes, sir. 

. As correct? A. Yes, sir. 

. And known by you to be correct at the time? 
. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Is that exhibit 21 or 20? 

Mr. FRANK.—That is Exhibit 2214. 

Q. How did this man happen to be working in 
your department on that day, do you know, Mr. 
Allen ? 

A. The chances are that I was shy a man that day, 
and then I had to go and borrow one—I cannot go 
out on the street and get one, so I generally go in 
and ask Mr. Adamson to give me a man, and as a 
rule he gives me that man. 

Q. Then the man was working under your super- 
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vision and your time? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you checked up his card and handed it in 
as correct? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What does that mean ‘Helping B. Smith.’’ 
Is that a man’s name? 

A. No, that is helping the blacksmith. 

Mr. FRANK.—We will have to have another ex- 
hibit mark so as to identify it with his testimony. 
We will call that ‘‘Allen No. 1.” 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 1.’’) 

Q. I now show you a card of A. Beaton. 

A. Archie Beaton. I always knew the man. 

Q. Archie Beaton? A. Yes, sir. [444-355] 

Q. Spelt B-e-a-t-o-n? 

A. I don’t know. Maybe; maybe it is Beaton. 

Q. Of September 10th, and ask you to examine 
that card and see whether you identify it as the card 
of a man working under you at that date. 

A. That card is correct. 

Q. By that you mean it is a card of a man that 
was working under you at that time? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That you checked it up? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And knew it to be correct at that time? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I notice on the right-hand corner of the card 
under ‘‘Piece number’’ two figures, ‘'15”’ and ‘‘16.’’ 
What does that mean? A. That is the weight. 

Q. That is the weight of the material used? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. On that work? A. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. FRANK.—We ask that that be marked ‘‘Al- 
len No. 2.”’ 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I object to that offer as 
being incompetent, irrelevant and immaterial, hear- 
say, self-serving, and not binding on the respondent. 
I want to make the same objection to ‘‘ Allen No. 1,”’ 
although I think I made the same objection when it 
was introduced as ‘‘ Adamson No, 221%.”’ 

(The card is marked ‘‘Allen No. 2.”’ 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. By the way, Mr. Allen, before 
I go farther, I will ask you whether or not this sys- 
tem of entering on the card and checking up by you 
is the usual method of keeping the time on these 
cards in your department. A. Yessir: 

Q. And in the evening, after you have checked 
them up, what do you do with them? 

A. I hand them in to the timekeeper. 

Q. In to the timekeeper? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you check them up with the timekeeper? 

A, No, sir. 

Q. Well, when there are changes to be made on 
the face of them, [445—356] how do you make 
those changes? 

A. If the timekeeper should discover any error in 
that, he would come in and ask me where I got that 
number; I’ would tell him the man who gave it to 
me; he would go and find that man and then if there 
was any changes, of course he would change it to 
get the right number. 

Q. Would you have anything to do with suggest- 
ing what the right number was? A. No, sir. 
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Q. You would not? A. No, sir. 

Mr, FRANK.—There is the clock card of Beaton. 
Mark that ‘‘ A. No. 2.”’ 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘A. No. 2.’’) 

Q. I now show you the card of Tom Campbell, 
under date of September 14, and ask you if that is 
the card of a man that was working under you at 
the date there indicated. A. Yes, that is correct. 
. You checked up that card? A. Yes, sir. 

. And knew it to be correct at the time? 

. Yes, sir. 

. It was handed in? A. Yes, sir. 

. I notice there is such a change to 5346? 

. Well, at that time when that went into the 
office the timekeeper, he saw that number was 
wrong, which I had every reason to suppose was 
right, and before he changed that he called my at- 
tention to it and he changed it up. 

Mr. FRANK.—Mark that ‘‘ Allen No. 3.” 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I object to it as incompe- 
tent, irrelevant, immaterial, self-serving, hearsay 
and not binding on the respondent. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 3.’’) [446— 
357 | 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you Tom Camp- 
hell's ecard of September 15, and ask you if that is 
the card of a man working under you at that time. 

A. Yes, that is correct. 

Q. Known by you to be correct at the tiene you 
checked it up? A. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. FRANK.—I ask that that be marked ‘‘ Allen 
No. 4.”’ 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 4.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you a card of Tom 
Campbell of September 20, and ask you if that is the 
ecard of a man working under you at that time, and 
whether it was checked up by you and known to be 
correct at that time. A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—I will ask to have that marked 
‘* Allen No. 5.”’ 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 5.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you Tom Campbell’s 
eard of September 21, and ask you the same ques- 
tion. A. All right. 

Q. By ‘‘all right’? you mean that that is the card 
of a man who was working under you at that date? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And checked up by you before being handed 
in to the office? A. Yes, sir, 

Q. I notice under piece number ‘‘32 lbs.’’ What 
does that mean? A. 32 lbs. 

Q. What is it—32 lbs. of iron material that went 
into that work? A. Yes, 32 lbs. of iron braces. 

Mr. FRANK.—I will ask to have it marked ‘“‘ Al- 
len No. 6.”’ 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 6.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you a card of Tom 
Campbell, dated September 22, and ask you the 
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Same question. A. Yes, correct. [447—358] 

Q. That is, it is a card of a man who was working 
in your’department and you: checked it up before 
passing it into the office? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Let me ask you, when you checked it up, do 
you mean you checked up the job numbers and the 
hours worked ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How did you receive the job numbers, from 
what source did they come to you? 

A. Well, in the first place I get a sheet from the 
office telling me the number of the job, and I keep 
that on file; it is a sheet something about the size of 
that (showing). I keep that and then give the num- 
ber to the different men that are going to do the dif- 
ferent jobs. If aman brings me a job with a num- 
ber on it, I compare that with the one I have. I 
ask him what ship it is for, what job it is for, and 
he tells me, and I look on my sheet and see whether 
it corresponds. 

@. The number corresponds? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And then the job proceeds under that number 
in your department? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—I will ask to have that card 
marked ‘‘Allen No. 7.”’ 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection, 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 7.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you a eard of Tom 
Campbell, under date of September 24, and ask you 
the same question concerning that card. 

A. All right. 

Q. I notice that the handwriting on this ecard of 
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Tom Campbell is not the same as the handwriting 
on the, other cards. How do you account for that? 
[448—359] 

A. Well, I don’t know exactly how I would ac- 
count for that, except sometimes the helper might 
make it out. 

Q. The what? 

A. The helper might possibly make it out. This 
is Tom’s writing. 

Q. That is Tom’s writing? A. Yes, that is. 

Q. And those other cards then, whose writing is 
that? A. Well, I am not positive about that. 

Q. But you know Campbell’s own handwriting, 
do you? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. But all those cards came in in the evening and 
you checked them up? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—I will ask to have that card 
marked ‘‘ Allen No. 8.” 

Mr, McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 8.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Mark the clock card ‘‘ Allen No. 
G2 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 9.’’) 

The WITNESS.—Half a minute, if you please. 
This is Campbell’s signature, you see. 

Mr. FRANK.—That is all right. 

(). And I show you the ecard of H. Olsen, Septem- 
ber 14. A. That is correct. 

Q. That is a card of a man that was working un- 
der you at that time? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Checked up by you at night-time? 
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A. After the whistle blows. 

Q. You knew it to be correct? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I notice under ‘‘Piece Number’’ of the job 
number 5318, ‘‘36’’? A. 36 lbs. 

Q. And that, I understand, to be the weight of 
the iron or [449—360] material used in those 
jambs? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—Mark that ‘‘ Allen No. 10.”’ 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 10.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you now the card of H. 
Olsen, of September 15, and ask you the same ques- 
tion. A. Yes; it is correct. 

Q. Whenever you say it is correct you mean that 
it is a card of a man that has worked in your depart- 
ment? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. At the time mentioned? A. Yes, sir. 

Q@. And that the job numbers and hours worked 
are correct? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How about these figures? 

A. That is the weight. 

Q. Under piece number—that is the weight? 

A. Yes. 

Q. The weight of the iron? A. Yes. 

Mr. FRANK.—I will ask to have that marked 
‘¢ Allen No. 11.”’ 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 11.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a card of H. Olsen, 
of September 16, and ask you the same question as 
before. A. Yes. ; 
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Q. That, that is checked up by you and found cor- 
rect and you knew it to be correct at the time? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. As to job numbers and hours worked? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q@. And under piece number, again those figures 
indicate what? A. Weight. 

@. So many lbs.? A. So many lbs. 

Mr. FRANK.—I will ask to have that marked 
**Allen No. 12.”’ 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Allen No. 12.’’) [450 
—361 ] 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. The card of H. Olsen of Sep- 
tember 18, I present to you, and ask you the same 
question. A. All right. 

Q. That is, you knew it to be correct at the time 
that it was passed in? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. As to job number and hours worked? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I again notice the figures under the piece num- 
ber; that means what? A. That means weight. 

Mr. FRANK.—I will ask to have that marked 
‘Allen No, 13.”’ 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 13.’’) 

(An adjournment was thereupon taken until to- 
morrow, Saturday, August 26, 1911, at 9:30 A. M.) 
[451—362 ] 
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Saturday, August 26th, 1911. 

GEORGE ALLEN, recalled, direct examination 
resumed, : 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the clock card of H. 
Olsen be marked Allen No. 14. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 14.’’) 

Q. I now show you a card marked with the name 
of Tom Campbell, under date of August 25th, and ask 
you whether or not that was a man working under 
you at the time indicated on that card, and whether 
or not you kept his time as heretofore testified to 
and checked up the numbers, the job numbers, and 
hours worked and the weights, and then knew them 
to be correct and passed it into the office of the time- 
keeper. A. All right. 

Q. By “all right,’’ what do you mean, Mr. Allen? 

A. It is correct. 

@. What is correct? 

A. The time-card is correct as far as my knowl- 
edge is concerned at that time. 

Q. You checked it up at that time ? A. Yes, sir. 

q. And found it correct at that time? 

A. Yes, sir. 

q. And passed it in under those conditions ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Under piece number there are indications of 
numbers of pounds; that means the weight of the 
material used in the particular work, does it? 

A. Yes, sim 

Q. I forgot to ask you yesterday concerning the 
occupation of these several men. What was Tom 
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Campbell ? A. Blacksmith. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 15. [452—363] 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I object to the offer as be- 
ing incompetent, irrelevant and immaterial, hearsay, 
self-serving and not binding on the respondent. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 15.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. What was A. Beaton ? 

A. Blacksmith. 

Q. What was H. Olsen? A. Blacksmith. 

Q. I now show you the card of Tom Campbell 
under date of August.26th,.and ask.you whether or 
not that was a man working under you at the time 
indicated on that card, and whether or not you kept 
his time as heretofore testified to and checked up the 
numbers, the job numbers, and hours worked, and 
the weights, and then knew them to be correct and 
passed it in to the office of the timekeeper. 

A. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Q. You mean it went through the same process as 
you have testified to concerning the other cards? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And that you knew it to be correct at the time ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I notice on this card the number 5094 in fae 
ink. 

A. Yes,sir. There is another figure there, is there 
not? ‘a 

Q. No. There is no figure under it at all. ~ 

A. Which one did you say it was? a 

Q. 5094. 
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A. When I got that from the man who gave it to 
me he could not tell me for a surety what that num- 
ber was, and I did not know, so I went to the time- 
keeper and got it and he put it down in red ink. 

Q. That is a dredger shop or dredger ship? 

A. A dredger. 

Q. Which is it? 

A. I do not know what that is. 

Q. At any rate it is not a ‘‘Hilonian’’ number. I 
notice also [458—864] 4525 is changed to 4524 in 
red ink. 

A. Well, that was changed at the same time. 4524 
is correct. 

Q. That is changed by the timekeeper? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In the manner you have indicated, is that cor- 
rect? <A. Yes, sir. 

'Q. And under ‘‘piece number’? the number of 
pounds there indicates the weight of the material 
in that particular work? A. Yes, sir; 12 and 16. 
"Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 16. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘Allen No. 16.”’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you a card marked 
with the name of Tom Campbell under date of Au- 
gust 27th, and ask you whether or not that was a 
man working under you at the time indicated on that 
card, and whether or not you kept his time as here- 
tofore testified to and checked up the numbers, the 
job numbers, and hours worked, and the weights, and 
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then knew them to be correct and passed it in to the 
office of the timekeeper. AAP right, 
' Mr. FRANK.—Will it be understood, Mr. Mc- 
Clanahan, that when the witness says ‘all right’’ he 
means to testify in the affirmative. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Certainly. 

Mr. FRANK.—That the cards were inspected and 
drawn in the regular way because I do not want to 
ask these unnecessary questions each time. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Certainly. 

Mr. FRANK.—I notice on this card also the same 
number as on the previous card 4522 changed to 4524 
inred ink. [454—365] 

A. It was changed by the timekeeper. 

@. In the same way? A. In the same way, yes. 

Q. It is in the same way as you have testified be- 
fore that these things were done? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And the 8 pounds was the weight of the ma- 
terial in that particular piece of work? | 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—Mr. Frank, with respect to 
Exhibit 16 and your entries in regard to the weight 
of the material it is, as you notice, immaterial, as the 
only number on that to which the weight of material 
is attached, or the two numbers rather, are not ‘‘ Hilo- 
nian’’ numbers. 

Mr. FRANK.—It will serve a useful purpose per- 
haps to have it explained at this time just the same. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 17. 
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- Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 17.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—I now ‘show you another card 
marked with the name of Tom Campbell under date 
of August 28th, and ask you whether or not that was 
a man“working under you at the time indicated on 
that card, and whether or not you kept his time as 
heretofore testified to and checked up the numbers, 
the job numbers, and hours worked, and the weights, 
and then knew them to be correct and passed it into 
the office of the timekeeper. A. All right. 

Mr... FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 18. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(Tfic card is marked ‘‘Allen No. 18.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the clock card of Au- 
gust 238th, be marked Allen No. 19. [455—366] 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 19.’’) 

Q. I now show you a card marked with the name 
of John Edwards under date of September 15th, and 
ask you whether or not that was a man working under 
you at the time indicated on that card, and whether 
or not you kept his time as heretofore testified to and 
checked up the numbers, the job numbers, and hours 
worked, and the weights, and then knew them to be 
correct and passed it into the office-of the.timekeeper.: 

AL All rien 

Q. By the way, Mr. Allen, I notice on the bottom 
of.all of these cards the word Allen. What is that? 

A. That is my name. 

Q. Your signature? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. When did you put that on those cards? 

A. At night when I go over the cards before I hand 
them in to the timekeeper. 

Q. Here again I find under ‘‘piece numbers”’ cer- 
tain figures which are weights? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Under those numbers? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And Edwards was a blacksmith? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 20. : 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Allen No. 20.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you another card 
marked with the name of John Edwards under date 
of September 16th, and ask you whether or not that 
was a man working under you at the time indicated 
on that card, and whether or aot you kept his time 
as heretofore testified to and checked up the numbers, 
the job numbers, and hours worked, and the weights, 
and then knew them to be correct and passed it into 
the office of the timekeeper. [456—367] 

A. All right. 

Q. Always on your cards whatever figures are 
entered under the term ‘‘piece number”’ it refers to 
weights, does it? A. Yes, sir; all the numbers. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 21. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 21.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you another card of 
John Edwards under date of September 17th, and ask 
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you whether or not that was a man working under 
you at the time indicated on that card, and whether 
or not you kept his time as heretofore testified to and 
checked up the numbers, the job numbers, and hours 
worked, and the weights, and then knew them to be 
correct and passed it into the office of the timekeeper. 

A. All right. 

Q. There is a change from 5325 to 5318 in lead 
pencil in this case? <A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Can you give us any information regarding the 
manner in which that change was made ? 

A. Yes, sir. When the man brought that number 
he gave the wrong number. As soon as I discovered 
it I told him of it, and it was changed before it went 
intgsthe timekeeper. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No, 22. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 22.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you another card of 
John Edwards under date of September 18th, and 
ask you whether or not that was a man working 
under you at the time indicated on that card, and 
whether or not you kept his time as heretofore tes- 
tified to and [457—368] checked up the numbers, 
the job numbers, and hours worked, and the weights, 
and then knew them to be correct and passed it into 
the office of the timekeeper. A. All right. 

Q. On this also I notice two changes in red ink, 
and the addition ‘‘steering gear’’ over the word 
“‘crank bolts.’? What can you tell us about those 
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changes, if anything? 

A. At that time we did some work on the steering 
gear and when I handed this in to the office I inquired 
about what that steering gear was for. The time- 
keeper added it on the same number. 

. The same number? A. The same number. 
. How about the change in the job number? 
. That would be the same number. 
. I mean this change in red ink. 
. That is the same number. That is 5029. 
. I mean, the number was changed. 
. We discovered that at the same time, too, that 
I had the wrong number. 
Q. 5389, the same way ? A. Yes; sir. 


Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 23. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 23.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you another card 
marked with the name of John Edwards under date 
of September 20th, and ask you whether or not that 
was a man working under you at the time indicated 
on that card, and whether or not you kept his time 
as heretofore testified to and checked up the numbers, 
the job numbers, and hours worked, and the weights, 
and then knew them to be correct and passed it into 
the office of the timekeeper. 

A. All right. [458—369] 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 24. 
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Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 24.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—I show you another ecard of John 
Edwards under date of September 21st, and ask you 
whether or not that was a man working under you 
_at the time indicated on that card, and whether or not 
you kept his time as heretofore testified to and 
checked up the numbers, the job numbers, and hours 
worked, and the weights, and then knew them to be 
correct, and passed it into the office of the time- 
keeper? A. All right. 

@. What kind of a wrench is that under 5325 ? 

A. A box-wrench. 

@. What is that? 

A. That is a wrench that you might say is like 
a hollow box with a tail on it. 

@. In other words, it is one of those wrenches that 
has a square hole on the end of it to fit a particular 
nut ? 

A. It might be square, and it might be hexagon. 

Q. Whatever it is, it is made to fit a particular nut? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 25. 

Mr. MecCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 25.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you another ecard 
marked with the name of John Edwards under date 
of September 22d, and ask you whether or not that 
was a man working under you at the time indicated 
on that card, and whether or not you kept his time 
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as heretofore testified to and checked up the numbers, 
the job numbers, and hours worked, and the weights, 
and then knew them to be correct and passed it into 
the office of the timekeeper. [459—370] 

A. All right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 26. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 26.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. John Edwards is a blacksmith ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the clock card of 
September 25th, be marked Allen No. 27. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘Allen No. 27.’’) 

Q. H. O. Errickson, what was he? 

A. Blacksmith. 

Q. I show you a card marked with the name of H. 
O. Errickson under date of August 30th, and ask you 
whether or not that was a man working under you 
at the time indicated on that card, and whether or not 
you kept his time as heretofore testified to and 
checked up the numbers, the job numbers, and hours 
worked, and the weights, and then knew them to be 
correct and passed it into the office of the timekeeper. 

A. All right. | 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the: card’ be marked 
Allen No. 28. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 28.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you another card of H. 
O. Errickson under date of August 31st, and ask you 
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whether or not that was a man working under you at 
the time indicated on that card, and whether or not 
you kept his time as heretofore testified to and 
checked up the numbers, the job numbers, and hours 
worked, and the weights, and then knew them to be 
correct and passed it in to the office of the timekeeper. 

A. Allright. [460—371] 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 29. 

_ Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 
(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 29.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you another card 
marked with the name of H. O. Errickson under date 
of September 2d, and ask you whether or not that was 
a man working under you at the time indicated on 
that card, and whether or not you kept his time as 
heretofore testified to and checked up the numbers, 
the job numbers, and hours worked, and the weights, 
and then knew them to be correct and passed it into 
the office of the timekeeper. A. All right. 

Q. On this card under 5295 I notice the article 
worked on, underneath the line, between the two lines 
the word ‘‘bracer.’”’ Does that belong to 5295 or to 
the subsequent number ? 

A. No, sir; that belongs to 5318. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—That is the ‘‘bracer’’ be- 
longs to 5313? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. What is the mark following the 
word ‘‘eye-bolt’’? 

A. That does not denote anything. 
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Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 30. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 30.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you another card 
marked with the name of H. O. Errickson under date 
of September 7th, and ask you whether or not that 
was a man working under you at the time indicated 
on that card, and whether or not you kept his time 
as heretofore testified to and checked up the numbers, 
the job numbers, and hours worked, and the weights, 
and then knew them to be correct and passed it in to 
the office of the timekeeper. | 

A. All right. [461—372] 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 31. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 31.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Myr. McClanahan suggests that on 
Exhibit 30 you are probably in error in saying that 
‘“bracer’”’ belongs to 5313. 5295 should read ‘tools, 
eye-bolt, and bracer.”’ an 

A. I don’t think it reads that way. ‘Tools and 
eye-bolt’’ is 830 pounds, and the ‘‘brace’’ belongs to 
5313. 

@. It is bracer? A. No, sir, brace. 

Q. It is braces. Eye-bolt is the same? 

A. There might have been two and there might 
have been several. “a 

Q. It is not material, but the entry ‘is just like 
‘‘eye-bolts,’’ so I judge it is ‘‘braces.”’ 
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-, | show you another card of H. O. Errickson under 
date of September 8th, and ask you whether or not 
that was a man working: under you at the time in- 
dicated on that card, and whether or not you kept his 
time as heretofore testified to and checked up the 
numbers, the Job numbers, and hours worked, and 
the weights, and then knew them to be correct and 
passed it into the office of the timekeeper. 

_A. All right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 32. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 32.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the clock card of Sep- 
tember 11th be marked Allen No. 338. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 33.’’) 

@. I show you another card marked with the name 
of H. O. Errickson under date of August 27th, and 
ask you whether or not that was a man working under 
you at the time indicated on that card, [462—373] 
and whether or not you kept his time as heretofore 
testified to and checked up the numbers, the job num- 
bers, and hours worked, and the weights, and then 
knew them to be correct and passed it into the office 
of the timekeeper. A. All right. 

Q. There is red ink on this change of the job num- 
ber? 

A. The timekeeper changed that in my presence. 
I had the wrong number on the card, and the time- 
keeper changed it. 

Q. It was changed in your presence? 
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A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You agreed with him that it was a proper 
change, is that it? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 34. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Allen No. 34.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you another card 
marked with the name of H. O. Errickson under date 
of August 28th, and ask you whether or not that was 
a man working under you at the time indicated on 
that card, and whether or not you kept his time as 
heretofore testified to and checked up the. numbers, 
the job numbers, and hours worked, and the weights, 
and then knew them to be correct and passed it in to 
the office of the timekeeper. A. All right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 35. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Allen No. 35.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the clock card of Au- 
gust 28th be marked Allen No. 36. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘Allen No. 36.’’) 
[463—374] 

Q. I show you another card of H. O. Errickson 
under date of September 12th, and ask you whether 
or not that was a man working under you at the time 
indicated on that card, and whether or not you kept 
his time as heretofore testified to and checked up the 
numbers, the job numbers, and hours worked, and 
the weights, and then knew them to be correct and 
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passed it in to the office of the timekeeper. 

A. All right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 37. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Alen No. 37.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you another card of H. 
O. Errickson under date of September 138th, and 
ask you whether or not that was a man working 
under you at the time indicated on that card, and 
whether or not you kept his time as heretofore tes- 
tified to and checked up the numbers, the job num- 
bers, and hours worked, and the weights, and then 
knew them to be correct and passed it in to the office 
of the timekeeper. A. All right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 38. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 38.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—I show you another card of H. O. 
Errickson under date of September 15th, and ask 
you whether or not that was a man working under 
you at the time indicated on that card, and whether 
or not you kept his time as heretofore testified to and 
checked up the numbers, the job numbers, and hours 
worked, and the weights, and then knew them to be 
correct and passed it in to the office of the time- 
keeper. [464—375] A. All right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 39. 
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Mr. McCLANAH-AN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 39.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you another card with 
the name of H. O. Errickson under date of Septem- 
ber 17th, and ask you whether or not that was a man 
working under you at the time indicated on that 
card, and whether or not you kept his time as hereto- 
fore testified to and checked up the numbers, the job 
numbers, and hours worked, and the weights, and 
then knew them to be correct and passed it in to the 
office of the timekeeper. A. All right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 40. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 40.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you another ecard 
marked with the name of H. O. Errickson under 
date of September 21st and ask you whether or not 
that was a man working under you at the time in- 
dicated on that card, and whether or not you kept 
his time as heretofore testified to and checked up 
the numbers, the job numbers, and hours worked, 
and the weights, and then knew them to be correct 
and passed it im to the office of the timekeeper. 

A. All right. 

Q. I notice there is also a red ink change from 
5889 to 5318? 

A. That was changed in my presence. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 41. 
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Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 41.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you another ecard of H. 
O. Errickson [465—376] under date of Septem- 
ber 22d, and ask you whether or not that was a man 
working under you at the time indicated on that 
card, and whether or not you kept his time as here- 
tofore testified to and checked up the numbers, the 
job numbers, and hours worked, and the weights, 
and then knew them to be correct and passed it in to 
the office of the timekeeper. A. All right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 42. 

Mr. MceCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked “‘ Allen No. 42.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the clock card of Sep- 
tember 25th be marked Allen No. 43. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘ Allen No, 48.’’) 

Q. I show you a card marked with the name of G. 
Scala under date of September 15th, and ask you 
whether or not that was a man working under you 
at the time indicated on that card, and whether or 
not you kept his time as heretofore testified to and 
checked up the numbers, the job numbers, and hours 
worked, and the weights, and then knew them to be 
correct and passed it in to the office of the timekeeper. 

A. All right. 

Q. What occupation was Scala’s? 

A. He is my helper. 

Q. I notice there are two hours overtime under 
5325 and the article worked on is somewhat illegible. 
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Can you make out, or do you know what that was? 

A. Yes, siz, I remember what that was now. 

Q. What was it? _ 

A. It was a button for the rudder, and I remember 
I went home that night for some reason and he stayed 
and finished it. J think, if you will get my card of 
the same [466—377] date, you will find I worked 
9 hours. 

@. How did you check up his time on that card? 

A. From the job he was working on. 

Q. How did you ascertain how long it took him? 

A. Because the clock will tell me what time he went 
out. 

Q. Did you know anything about the length of 
time that the job would take when you set him to 
it? A. It would take that time. 
~ Q. Under the ‘‘hours worked’’ I notice that there 
are 3 hour periods with no number opposite. What 
is the reason of that? 

A. It would be applied to the same number 5398; 
that ought to be 4 hours. 

Q. Why is it put down in two separate periods? 

A. It is on the same day. 

Q. I mean why is it segregated into 1 and 3 hours? 

A. Probably there were two different jobs on the 
same number. 

Q. That is two different pieces that he was working 
on? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Instead of putting ditto marks, or repeating 
the number it is just put down in that way? 

A. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 44. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Allen No. 44.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the clock ecard of Sep- 
tember 25th be marked Allen No. 49. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 405.’’) 

Q. I show you another card of John Edwards un- 
der date of August 27th, and ask you whether or 
not that was a man working under you at the time 
indicated on that card, and whether or not you kept 
his time as heretofore testified to and checked up 
the numbers, the job numbers, and hours worked, 
and the weights, [467—878] and then knew them 
to be correct and passed it in to the office of the time- 
keeper. A. All right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 46. . 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Allen No. 46.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you another card of 
John Edwards under date of September 28th, and ask 
you whether or not that was a man working under 
you at the time indicated on that card, and whether 
or not you kept his time as heretofore testified to 
and checked up the numbers, the job numbers, and 
hours worked, and the weights, and then knew them 
to be correct and passed it in to the office of the 
timekeeper. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 47. 
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Mr. McCLANATTAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Allen No. 47.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you another card of 
John Edwards under date of August 31st, and ask 
you whether or not that was a man working under 
you at the time indicated on that card, and whether 
or not you kept his time as heretofore testified to and 
checked up the numbers, the job numbers, and hours 
worked, and the weights, and then knew them to be 
correct and passed it in to the office of the timekeeper. 

A. All right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 48. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 48.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you another card of 
John Edwards under date of September 4th, and ask 
you whether or not that was a [468—379] man 
working under you at the time indicated on that card, 
and whether or not you kept his time as heretofore 
testified to and checked up the numbers, the job num- 
bers, and hours worked, and the weights, and then 
knew them to be correct and passed it in to the office 
of the timekeeper. A. All right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 49. 

Mr. MceCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Allen No. 49.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you another card of 
John Edwards under date of September 3d, and ask 
you whether or not that was a man working under 
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you at the time indicated on that card, and whether 
or not you kept his time as heretofore testified to 
and checked up the numbers, the job numbers, and 
hours worked, and the weights, and then knew them 
to be correct and passed it in to the office of the time- 
keeper. Js Ure elatr 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 50. | 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 50.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you another card 
marked with the name of John Edwards under date 
of September 11th, and ask you whether or not that 
was a man working under you at the time indicated 
on that card, and whether or not you kept his time 
as heretofore testified to and checked up the num- 
bers, the job numbers, and hours worked, and the 
weights, and then knew them to be correct and passed 
it in to the office of the timekeeper. A. All right. 

Mr. FRAINK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 51. [469—380] 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 51.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the clock card of Sep- 
tember 11th be marked Allen No. 52. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 52.’’) 

Q. Tom Campbell, what was he? 

A. Blacksmith. 

Q. I now show you the card of Tom Campbell un- 
der date of August 30th, and ask you whether or not 
that was a man working under you at the time indi- 
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cated on that card, and whether or not you kept his 
time as heretofore testified to and checked up the 
numbers, the job numbers, and hours worked, and 
the weights, and then knew them to be correct and 
passed it in to the office of the timekeeper. 

A. All right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 53. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 53.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you another card of 
Tom Campbell under date of August 31st, and ask 
you whether or not that was a man working under 
you at the time indicated on that card, and whether 
or not you kept his time as heretofore testified to 
and checked up the numbers, the job numbers, and 
hours worked, and the weights, and then knew them 
to be correct and passed it in to the office of the time- 
keeper. A. All right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No, 54. 

Mr. McCLANAHiAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 54.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I notice in red ink a change of 
number 4522 [470—381] to 4524? 

A. 4522 was the wrong number. The timekeeper 
changed that to 4524. This one 242 should be 242b. 
That was a different shop number. 

Q. By ‘‘shop number” you mean the piece of work 
that is charged to the shop? 

A. The different departments have different num- 
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bers that are arranged alphabetically A, B, C and D 
at the shop. 

Q. I show you another card marked with the name 
of Tom Campbell under date of September 2d, and 
ask you whether or not that was a man working un- 
der you at the time indicated on that card, and 
whether or not you kept his time as heretofore testi- 
fied to and checked up the numbers, the job numbers, 
and hours worked, and the weights, and then knew 
them to be correct and passed it in to the office of the 
timekeeper. A. All right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 55. | 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 55.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—QO. I show you another card of 
Tom Campbell under date of September Ist, and 
ask you whether or not that was a man working under 
you at the time indicated on that card, and whether 
or not you kept his time as heretofore testified to and 
checked up the numbers, the job numbers, and hours 
worked, and the weights, and then knew them to be 
correct and passed it in to the office of the time- 
keeper. A. All right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 56. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘“‘Allen No. 56.’’) [471— 
382 | 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you another card of 
Tom Campbell under date of September 7th, and ask 
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you whether or not that was a man working under 
you at the time indicated on that card, and whether 
or not you kept his time as heretofore testified to and 
checked up the numbers, the job numbers, and hours 
worked, and the weights, and then knew them to be 
correct and passed it in to the office of the time- 
keeper. . <A. All right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 57. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 57.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you another card 
marked with the name of Tom Campbell under date 
of September 8th, and ask you whether or not that 
was a man working under you at the time indicated 
on that card, and whether or not you kept his time 
as heretofore testified to and checked up the numbers, 
the job numbers, and hours worked, and the weights, 
and then knew them to be correct and passed it in to 
the office of the timekeeper. A. All right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 58. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

‘(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 58.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I notice the first number here 
has been changed in lead pencil. State whether or 
not that was done before you received it. 

A. Yes, sir, 5295. 

Q. Done by whom? 

A. By the blacksmith. The man who made out 
this card. There is one figure there that has no 
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business there, that one on the front. [472—383] 

Q. It is written over? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I show you another card of Tom Campbell un- 
der date of September 11th, and ask you whether or 
not that was a man working under you at the time 
indicated on that card, and whether or not you kept 
his time as heretofore testified to and checked up 
the numbers, the job numbers, and hours worked, and 
the weights, and then knew them to be correct and 
passed it in to the office of the timekeeper. 

A. All right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 59. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 59.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the clock card of Sep- 
tember 11th be marked Allen No. 60. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 60.’’) 

Q. I now show a card marked with the name of 
George Allen under date of August 25th and ask you 
whether or not you were working at the time indi- 
cated on that card, and whether or not you kept your 
time as heretofore testified to and checked up the 
numbers, the job numbers, and hours worked, and 
the weights, and then knew them to be correct and 
passed it in to the office of the timekeeper. 

A. That isicomect. 

@. Whose card is that? A. Mine. 

Q. Made out by yourself? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 61. 
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Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 61.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you another card of 
George Allen [473—384] under date of August 
28th, and ask you whether or not you were working 
at the time indicated on that card, and whether or 
not you kept your time as heretofore testified to 
and checked up the numbers, the job numbers, and 
hours worked, and the weights, and then knew them 
to be correct and passed it in to the office of the time- 
keeper. A. All right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 62. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

‘(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 62.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the clock card of Au- 
gust 28th be marked Allen No. 63. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 63.’’) 

Q. I now show you another card of George Allen 
under date of August 30th and ask you whether or 
not you were working at the time indicated on that 
eard, and whether or not you kept your time as here- 
tofore testified to and checked up the numbers, the 
job numbers, and hours worked, and the weights, 
and then knew them to be correct and passed it in to 
the office of the timekeeper. A. All right. 

‘Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 64. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Allen No. 64.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you another card 
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marked with the name of George Allen under date of 
August 31st and ask you whether or not you were 
working at the time indicated on that card, and 
whether or not you kept your time as heretofore tes- 
tified to and checked up the numbers, the job [474— 
385] numbers, and hours worked, and the weights, 
and then knew them to be correct and passed it in to 
the office of the timekeeper ? A. All right. 

Q. I notice at the bottom of that card ‘‘s hammer, 
9 hours.”’ A. Steam hammer. 
. What does that mean ? 
. Working the hammer all day on that job. 
. Where is the steam hammer situated ? 
. About 15 feet from me. 
. 15 feet from your stand ? 
. Yes, sir, I don’t think it is hardly as much as 
that. 15 feet is near enough. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 65. 

Mr. MecCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 65.’’) 


Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you another card of 
George Allen under date of September Ist, and ask 
you whether or not you were working at the time in- 
dicated on that card, and whether or not you kept 
your time as heretofore testified to and checked up 
the numbers, the job numbers, and hours worked, and 
the weights, and then knew them to be correct and 
passed it in to the office of the timekeeper. 

A. All right. 
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Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 66. 

Mr. MceCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 66.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you another card 
of George Allen under date of September 4th, and 
ask you whether or not you were working at the time 
indicated on that card, and whether or not you kept 
your time as heretofore testified to [475—386] 
and checked up the numbers, the job numbers, and 
hours worked, and the weights, and then knew them 
to be correct and passed it in to the office of the time- 
keeper. A. All right. 

Q. You note the change in red ink of the job num- 
bering? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 67. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked “‘ Allen No. 67.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you another ecard of 
George Allen under date of September 6th, and ask 
you whether or not you were working at the time in- 
dicated on that card, and whether or not you kept 
your time as heretofore testified to and checked up 
the numbers, the job numbers, and hours worked, and 
the weights, and then knew them to be correct and 
passed it in to the office of the timekeeper. 

A. All right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 68. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 
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(The ecard is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 68.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you another card of 
George Allen under date of September 7th, and ask 
you whether or not you were working at the time 
indicated on that card, and whether or not you kept 
your time as heretofore testified to and checked up 
the numbers, the job numbers, and hours worked, 
and the weights, and then knew them to be correct 
and passed it in to the office of the timekeeper. 

A. All right. 

Q. You note the change in the first job number 
there? [476—387] 

A. I got down the wrong number. As soon as I 
discovered it I changed it. 

Q. You changed it yourself? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 69. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 69.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you another card of 
George Allen under date of September 8th, and ask 
you whether or not you were working at the time in- 
dicated on that card, and whether or not you kept 
your time as heretofore testified to and checked up 
the numbers, the job numbers, and hours worked, 
and the weights, and then knew them to be correct 
and passed it in to the office of the timekeeper. 


A. All right. 
Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 


Allen No, 70. 
Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 
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(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 70.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you another card of 
George Allen under date of September 10th, and ask 
you whether or not you were working at the time 
indicated on that card, and whether or not you kept 
your time as heretofore testified to and checked up 
the numbers, the job numbers, and hours worked, 
and the weights, and then knew them to be correct 
and passed it in to the office of the timekeeper. 

A. All right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 71. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Allen No. 71.’?) [477— 
388 | 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you another card 
of George Allen under date of September 11th, and 
ask you whether or not you were working at the time 
indicated on that card, and whether or not you kept 
your time as heretofore testified to and checked up 
the numbers, the job numbers, and hours worked, and 
the weights, and then knew them to be correct and 
passed it in to the office of the timekeeper. 

A. All right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 72. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 72.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the clock card of Sep- 
tember 11th be marked Allen No. 73. 

(The clock card is marked ‘Allen No. 73.’’) 
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Q. I now show you another card of George Allen 
under date of September 12th, and ask you whether 
or not you were working at the time indicated on 
that card, and whether or not you kept your time as 
heretofore testified to and checked up the numbers, 
the job numbers, and hours worked, and the weights, 
and then knew them to be correct and passed it in to 
the office of the timekeeper. A. All right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 74. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 74.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you another card of 
George Allen under date of September 14th, and ask 
you whether or not you were working at the time 
indicated on that card, and whether or [478—389] 
not you kept your time as heretofore testified to and 
checked up the numbers, the job numbers, and hours 
worked, and the weights, and then knew them to be 
correct and passed it in to the office of the time- 
keeper. A. All right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 75. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 75.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—@Q. I now show you another card of 
George Allen under date of September 15th, and ask 
you whether or not you were working at the time in- 
dicated on that card, and whether or not you kept 
your time as heretofore testified to and checked up 
the numbers, the job numbers, and hours worked, and 
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the weights, and then knew them to be correct and 
passed it in to the office of the timekeeper. 

A. All right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 76. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 76.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I notice the job number 5325 in 
red ink, ‘‘number of hours”’ encircled in red ink, and 
under ‘‘piece number” ‘‘extra.’’? Can you explain 
that? 

A. I did not have the number of that. I was in 
doubt in regard to that number. I went to the 
timekeeper. He put down the number of the job and 
NDE, 

@. What does the ‘‘extra’’ mean ? 

A. I cannot say what that means. 

Q. I now show you another card of George Allen 
under date of September 16th, and ask you whether 
or not you were working [479—890] at the time 
indicated on that card, and whether or not you kept 
your time as heretofore testified to and checked up 
the numbers, the job numbers, and hours worked, 
and the weights, and then knew them to be correct 
and passed it in to the office of the timekeeper. 

A. All right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No, 77. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 77.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you another card of 
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George Allen under date of September 17th, and ask 
you whether or not you were working at the time in- 
dicated on that card, and whether or not you kept 
your time as heretofore testified to and checked up 
the numbers, the job numbers, and hours worked, 
and the weights, and then knew them to be correct 
and passed it in to the office of the timekeeper. 

wearer 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 78. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 78.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you another card 
of George Allen under date of September 18th, and 
ask you whether or not you were working at the time 
indicated on that card, and whether or not you kept 
your time as heretofore testified to and checked up 
the numbers, the job numbers, and hours worked, 
and the weights, and then knew them to be correct 
and passed it in to the office of the timekeeper. 

A. All right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 79. [480—391] 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 79.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you another card 
of George Allen under date of September 19th, and 
ask you whether or not you were working at the time 
indicated on that card, and whether or not you kept 
your time as heretofore testified to and checked up 
the numbers, the job numbers, and hours worked, 
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and the weights, and then knew them to be correct 
and! passed it in to the office of the timekeeper. 

A. All right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be ‘itaieed 
Allen No. 80. 

Mr. MceCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Allen No. 80.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you another card 
of George Allen under date of September 20th, and 
ask you whether or not you were working at the time 
indicated on that card, and whether or not you kept 
your time as heretofore testified to and checked up 
the numbers, the job numbers, and hours worked, 
and the weights, and then knew them to be correct 
and passed it in to the office of the timekeeper. 

A. All right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Allen No. 81. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked “‘ Allen No. 81.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the clock card of es 
tember 25th be marked Allen No. 82. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘ Allen No, 82.’’) 

Q. I notice on these cards, Mr. Allen, ‘‘work on 
tools.’? What is the nature of the ‘‘work on tools”’ 
as done in your department? [481—392] 

A. We make all the tools in the blacksmith-shop 
that have to be forged, that they cannot do in the 
machine-shop without any forging. You can take a 
piece of steel, that is a piece of tool steel, take it in 
the machine-shop, put it in the lathe and make. most 
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any kind of a tool; on the other hand, lots of tools 
again would have to come to the blacksmith-shop and 
and be forged before it is finished; in other words, 
take a piece of four inch or five inch, or any kind of 
square steel, if that was going to be made into a tap 
or reamer, that steel would be forged down small 
enough to allow for a finish. 

Q. In other words, in your department the tool 
work was work on tools which required forging . 

A: Forging. 

'Q. Now, referring back to Exhibit No. 2, I call 
your attention to the red ink “20-14” and ask you 
what that is. 

\. That is half an hour for the steam hammer. 

. And put down by. whom and in what way? 

. The timekeeper puts that down. 

. How would he get the time? A. I tell him. 
. You tell him? A. Yes, sir. 

. He put it down with your sanction? 

. Yes, sir, what I tell him. 

‘*20’” means steam hammer? A. Yes, sir. 
And ‘‘14”’ means the time? A. Yes, sir. 

. I notice the same on Exhibit 6 in two instances. 
. Yes, sir. 

. The same answer to that? A. Yes, sir. 

. I notice on Exhibit No. 8 ‘‘20-1.”” What does 
that mean? A. That means one hour. 

'Q. One hour at what,—at the steam hammer? 

‘A. Yes, sir. [482—393] 

Q. That was put down in the same way 2 

“A. Yes, sir. 


DOPOLO PAH OPOS>D 


Umted Engineering Works. 549 
(Testimony of George Allen.) 

Q. I notice on Exhibit No. 11 ‘‘20-2”’ andl again 
*20-14..”’ A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—It will be understood that when 
the witness says ‘‘yes’’ it means the same answer. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Yes. Why not make one 
question apply to the whole lot of exhibits? I will 
admit that wherever in red ink ‘‘20”’ appears on the 
card followed by other numerals or fractions, that 
the witness will testify that means a certain half hour 
or number of hours worked on the steam hammer on 
the particular number to which the red ink insertion 
attaches. _ 

Mr, FRANK.—And was entered in the mauner he 
testified to in the first instance ? | ; 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—Yes, I will admit he wal 
so testify. 

Q. You would so testify, would you not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. It is the fact, is it not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In the case, as on Exhibit 34, where the figure 
is not followed by any other number, what is that iv- 
tended to indicate ? i 

A. I cannot say what that means. 

Q. Do you know whether or not that was entered 
in conjunction with you, as you have already testi- 
fied? | | 

A. IL could not say what that means. i, 

Q. You know that the “20” means steam hammer, 
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however? A. Yes, sir. 

(An adjournment was here taken until Monday 
morning, August 20th, 1911, at 9:30 o’clock.) [483— 
394] 

Monday, August 28th, 1911. 

GEORGE ALLEN, recalled for cross-examina- 
tion: 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. You have been exam- 
ined touching your knowledge of certain time-cards 
that bear date two years back, August and Septem- 
ber, 1909. ‘They have been introduced here as Ex- 
hibits Allen 1 to 81. J notice that each of the cards 
has your signature at the end. Were you in the 
habit of always putting your signature on the time- 
eards as you checked them up ? A. Yes, sir. 

{}. Aud I suppose in the course of a year a great 
many of those cards pass through your hands into 
the office. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is it a rule of the office that you should so sign 
each time-card that you check up? Az Wesvain 

Q. Of course, it is the signature now, Mr. Allen, 
that refreshes your mind as to the correctness of the 
eard, is it not? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. A man is not expected to remember these 
things two years back. Pees 

Q. But your seeing your signature now, you know 
that when you put the signature there, you would 
not have put it there had you not examined the card 
and found it correct; that is the idea, is it? 

A. That is the idea, sir. 

Q. I don’t understand that you have now any par- 
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ticular detail knowledge of this work except as you 
can verify it from your signature on the card. 

A. That is all that I have. 

Q. Now, I want to ask you a few questions, Mr. 
Allen, about this tool work. I don’t quite under- 
stand it. I understand that all tools that require 
forging are prepared in your shop? [484—395] 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I have made a hasty examination of the cards 
this morning which were introduced and I find that 
in almost all the cases where work has been done on 
tools, that there is no entry opposite that work under 
the column ‘‘Piece number’’ where you say you 
enter the material; why is that, Mr. Allen? 

A. I must explain that. There are lots of these 
tools that go down on that as tools. There is a gang 
of men on the ship; they are using hand tools or 
machine tools; now, these tools are hand tools or 
machine tools; in other words, a man has a chisel, or 
any kind of a tool like that, and he does it with his 
hand hammer. Then there are other tools they use, 
such as an air-gun; that is a machine that is worked 
with compressed air. I cannot say exactly how 
many tools these men would have; they might have 5, 
they might have 10, they might have 50 apiece. <A 
man would be working with a tool for say 5 minutes, 
half an hour or an hour and the tool would break; 
that is returned to the blacksmith-shop and reforged; 
that is the reason it does not go down on the card as 
pieces. 

Q. That is to say, that is the reason there is no 
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material charged to that work. 

A. That is right; that is correct. 

Q. It is simply the time of the man in reforging 
the tool, or whatever itis. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In other words, you are not making new tools 
of crude material ? A. Not all the time. 

Q. If you do make a tool of the crude material you 
put down the material that is used under the piece 
number. A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you understand my question? 

A. Yes, I understand thoroughly. [485—396] 

Q. Then I do not understand you, Mr. Allen. My 
question is this, that if you take material, the crude 
iron out of the racks and make a tool of it, you would 
then put down on your time-card not only the time 
expended in the labor of making the tool but also 
the amount of material used. A. No, sir. 

Q. Now, explain why you would not. 

A. Well, I will tell you why: if the foreman of 
any department would want me to make so many new 
tools he would write out an order from his order book, 
retaining the stub, what is ordered; he would bring 
that to me. I have a book, a fac-simile of his. I 
would write out the order for that material, retain- 
ing the stub in my book, take the order I have writ- 
ten over to the storeroom, get the material, and the 
man I would get the material from would charge it 
on that card and return it to the office. 

Q. Charge the material on the card you gave him? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. So that would obviate the necessity of your 
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making any reference to the material ? 

A. I would make no reference to it at all because 
I get that from another department. 

Q. That method of charging the material is where 
you get orders to make tools for the shop? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How does that order reach your hand? Does 
it come to you in the same way that these other or- 
ders for work do? 

A. Yes, sir, written by the foreman and handed 
to me. 

q@. And it would have the job number on it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What is this ‘‘29’’ in red ink that I find at 
the top of the time-card? 

A. That is the individual’s number, I believe, isn’t 
it? [486—397] 

Mr. FRANK.—Mr. Allen, if you don’t know, you 
don’t have to guess atit. ‘Only testify to those things 
you know of. If you don’t know, somebody else can 
explain it. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. I call your attention 
to this (indicating). 

A. That is the shop number. 

Q. You are pointing now to the number in the left- 
hand corner. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That is the shop number ? A. Yes, sir. 

@. The man’s shop number? 

A. The man’s shop number. 

Q. Now, I want to know if you know what the 
number ‘‘29’’ on each of the cards is? Do you no- 


oo4- Matson Navigation Company vs. 


(Testimony of George Allen.) 
tice that ‘‘29’’? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What does that mean, do you know? 

A. Tam not positive. 

Q. Did you ever inquire about that? 

Mr. FRANK.—Mr. McClanahan, I can tell you 
what it is. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Oh, excuse me, Mr. Frank; 
let the witness testify. 

Mr. FRANK.—Well, I can save you some exam- 
ination, but if you don’t want me to do it I won’t. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Well, what is it? 

Mr. FRANK.—That is the number of the occupa- 
tion. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—That is, it refers to black- 
smith ? 

Mr. FRANK.—Yes. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. What is the number of 
your department in the works? A. 309. 

Q. I don’t think you understand my question. 
That is your number? 
. No, that is the number of the blacksmith-shop. 
. No. 309? A. Yes, sir. 
. What is the number of the machine-shop? 
. I could not say. [487—398] 
. It has a number, though. 
. Yes, sir, I believe so. 
. I notice on your exhibit, ‘‘ Allen No. 25,’’ that 
there is an entry there, 309 job number, 3 hours’ 
work, blacksmith tools, and 10 under the piece num- 
ber. A. That means lbs. 

Q. 10 Ibs. under the piece number; will you ex- 
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plain what that is, or may I suggest that it is a tool 
made for the blacksmith-shop—is that it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q@. And the material was taken right, out of your 
own racks? A. Yes, sir. 

q. And the same with the entry on ‘Allen Exhibit 
No. 26’’—*‘309, one hours’ work, blacksmith tools, 6 
lbs. of steel’’? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember any of the ships that were 
being worked on in August and September, 19097. - 

A. No, sir. ae 

Q. You don’t remember any of the numbers, i 
you? es 
A. No, sir. I remember that the ‘‘Hilonian’’ was 
there. 

@. You remember that she was there ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I suppose that that is because of this contro- 
versy, is it? A. How is that? 

Q. I say I suppose you remember that because of 
this controversy. 

A. I remember the ship all right. 

@. Would you remember others if I would suggest 
them to you? A. Maybe I would. 

Q. Do you remember that the ‘‘Buckman’’ was 
there? A. I know that she has been there. 

Q. But you don’t remember whether she was there 
at that time or not? A. No. 

Q. ‘Do you know whether the tug ‘‘Ranger”’ was 
there, from Eureka? 

A. I don’t know as to that time, but I remember 
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that she was there. [488—399] 

Q. Is it sometimes true, Mr. Allen, that you make 
a special tool fora particular ship that is taken away 
bythe ship itself? 

A. Well, I don’t see how I would know that. 
~Q. You would not know that? A. No, sir. 

‘ Q.. You have given an illustration of the forging 
of a broken tool, a tool that has been broken on the 
ship; what other tools do you forge, that is, give me 
an ‘illustration of some other tool work that is 
charged to some particular number ? 

uA: Well, that would all depend on the tools they 
break in the shop. There are some different kinds 
ef-tools. In the eondition that they were in when 
they would break them, I would have to forge them 
inte the shape that they would require them to be in 
for that particular job. 

-Q. How.-do you get those instructions, from the 
man who brings them in? 

‘,A. From the man who brings them in, yes, sir. 

Q. Who would that be? 

A. Well, he might be a boilermaker, he might be 
a ship-fitter or a calker or a riveter. 

Q. He just brings it into the shop and tells you 
what he.wants? 

A. He goes to the man in the toolroam—if he is a 
ship-fitter or a boiler-maker he goes to the ship- 
fitters’ toolroom; if it is for a machinist he goes to 
the machine-shop toolroom, and I get my instruc- 
tions from him. 
++Q. By “‘him’’ you mean the man in the toolroom or 
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the man who wants the job done? 

A. No, the man in the toolroom. He would prob- 
ably send him to me and send me the number of the 
job it is for. 

Q. Do you have any memorandum, paper, or writ- 
ing given you? 

A. A piece of paper with the number of the job 
on it. 

@. And what is wanted. 

A. And what is wanted. 

Q. And it is from that memorandum you give your 
instructions [489—400] to your blacksmiths? 

A. Yes, sir. a 

Q. And afterwards the cards are made up in the 
form that they have been introduced here, covering 
that particular work? <A. Yes, sir. _ 

Q. These tools are the tools of workmen who are 
working on the ship or in the different departments 
of the shop? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. As I understand from your direct examination 
you know nothing of the reason that we find some 
of these job numbers changed in red ink. 

A. Yes, sir. waa 

Q. Well, does that mean that you do know or do 
not know? Cars 

A. That means I did not know at the time. When 
the man gave me that number I had my suspicion 
whether that number was right or wrong, and when 
I turned in the time-card I explained that to the 
timekeeper. He ascertained before that went out of 
my hand whether that number was right; he diséov- 
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ered it was wrong and he put down the right number. 
'Q. It was the investigation of the timekeeper that 

led to the change in the numbers? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And that is all you know about the change, is it? 

A. That is all I know. I consider it right. 

_Q. Do you remember who the timekeeper was in 
August and September, 19092 <A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What is his name? 

A. Charles—I can’t think of it; Mr. Curtis, what 
was that man’s name? 

Mr. FRANK.—Mr. Curtis is not testifying. You 
are testifying. If you can’t remember the name just 
Say 80. The name has been given half a dozen times, 
so ‘the gentleman won't miss anything even if you 
can’t remember it. 

_A. (Continuing.) I can’t think of it right now. 

_ Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—Q, You can’t remember it, 
can you? Is [490—401] it the same man who is 
timekeeper now? Ay NoOwsin 

_Q. Is he the timekeeper for all of the departments ? 

A. I could not say. 

Q. I will come back to that in a moment and ask 
you if you can give the name? 

A. The name is Sjoberg. 

Mr. FRANK.—That is it. 
Mr: MeCLANAHAN.—I think that is all. 
Redirect Examination. 

a, FRANK.—Q. In regard to the investigation 
of.the timekeeper as to the number, state whether the 
investigation was pursued in connection with your- 
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self, that is, the two of you together. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you were satisfied as well as he at that 
time, that it was right? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you agreed upon the change with him. Is 
that right? A. That is right. 

Q. You were asked if the tools you were working 
on were the tools of working men employed on the 
ship or the different departments of the shop, and 
you said they were. Of course, each set of tools or 
each job on tools as the cards indicate bear its own 
number? A. Yes. 

Q. According to the nature of the tool and the par- 
ticular job to which it was to be applied. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—T object to the question as 
suggestive and leading. 

A. That is right. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Upon the question as to 
whether or not when the job was completed as a 
matter of charge in making up bills, whether it was 
to be a particular charge or a particular number, the 
particular tool was to be charged to the owner of 
the ship or to be charged to the iron works, that is 
a matter [491—402] that you knew nothing 
about? A. I knew nothing about it. 

Q. As I understood you to say on cross-examina- 
tion, when particular tools were to be made, forged 
or mended, the man applied to the head of their own 
department in the toolroom and the order came to 
you from the head of that department, is that right? 


A. Yes,*sir. 
Q. And the numbers were afterwards verified be- 
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tween you and the timekeeper, if there was any doubt 
about it? A. Yes, sir. 

[Testimony of Edward Corcoran, for Libelant.] 

EDWARD CORCORAN, called for the libelant, 
sworn. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Mr. Corcoran, you are engaged 
over at the United Engineering Works, are you? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And have been so for a number of years? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. Were you there in the months of August, Sep- 
tember and October, 1909? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In what capacity? 

A. A puncher. My rating is a machine-hand, but 
I operate a punching machine. 

Q. In the performance of your work I suppose 
you entered up on the card the same as the other men 
your work under job numbers and the hours worked? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. It was the practice then and is still the practice 
of the company ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I show you a card here bearing the name Ed- 
ward Corcoran, under date of August 28, and ask 
you if that is a card made out by you in the manner 
in which you have indicated, and whether it is cor- 
rect and that you knew it to tbe correct at the time 
you handed it in. [492—403] 

A. Yes, I made out that card and put those job 
numbers on there and marked the time. 

Q. Where do you get the job numbers from? 

A. We get them off the work as it comes in. 


Umited Engineering Works. 561 


(Testimony of Edward Corcoran. ) 

Q. Off the work? 

A. Yes, sp"; it is marked on there. 

Q. I presume you made your entries of job num- 
bers and the hours worked correctly at the time, did 
you? A. Yes, sir, to the best of my belief. 

Q. You kept track of the time? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When you say ‘‘to the best of your belief,’’ just 
exactly what do you mean? 

A. Well, it is two years since that happened. As 
the work comes in I take the number off the work 
and put it down on an iron slate, and when I start. 

@. The time when you start? 

A. I don’t enter the time on anything. There is 
a clock I have in the locker and I look at the clock. 
T don’t make any entry of the time I start. 

Q. But you make a note of it? 

A. I make a note of the number of the job and 
keep mentally the time of the clock. 

@. And when you are done with the job you note 
the time by the clock again? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. The word ‘‘punch”’ across there indicates the 
nature of the work you have been doing? 

A. Yes, sir, that is the machine I am on. 

Mr. FRANK.—We offer this in evidence and ask 
that if be marked ‘‘Corcoran Exhibit No. 1.”’ 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—TI object to it as being im- 
material, irrelevant, incompetent, hearsay and not 
binding on the respondent. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Corcoran Exhibit No. 1.’’) 
[493404 ] 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer the clock card of August 28 
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and ask that it be marked ETT Exhibit No. 
2. 9? 

(The card is marked ‘‘Corcoran Exhibit No. 2.’’) 

Q. I show you a card here bearing the name Cor- 
coran, under date of September 13th, and ask you if 
that is a card made out by you in the manner in which 
you have indicated, and whether it is correct and that 
you knew it to be correct at the time you handed it in. 

A. Yes, sir, that is all mine with the exception of 
that red ink that has been put on by some other per- 
son, and this here also in black ink. All the pencil 
is my own. 

Q. 'There are two numbers here changed in red ink, 
0240 changed to 5294. 

A. That was 5349 I put it down and it is changed. 
to 94. That must be an error on my part getting the 
numbers reversed. I think that is the only way that 
can be accounted for. That sometimes occurs. 

Q. Are you personally consulted about those 
changes? Does the timekeeper come to you? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. He comes down and goes over the matter with 
you? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. He finds out what piece you were sonic on? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Mr. Frank, I object to 
your leading the witness in this way. 

Mr. FRANK.—I am going to save time if I can. 

Q. State whether or not he comes down to find out 
the piece you were working on. 

A. Yes, sir. If there is any error in the number 
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the timekeeper comes into the ship the next morning 
[494405] and he asks me where I got that num- 
ber; I look at the piece it comes from and if there 
is any error in it it is corrected. 

Q. I notice here on this an entry ‘‘punch and 
shear.’’ What does that mean? 

A. Well, that is segregated; this is the regular 
day’s work and this is the overtime. When we are 
working overtime they don’t keep the full force of 
the shop on and I presume that the man who oper- 
ates the shears went home that evening and I oper- 
ated the shears. There is a distinction made as to 
that overtime. 

- Mr. FRANK.—We offer that in evidence and ask 
that it be marked Corcoran Exhibit No. 3. 

Mr. MECCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Corcoran Exhibit No. 3.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a card here bearing 
the name Corcoran, under date of September 14, and 
ask you if that is a card made out by you in the 
manner in which you have indicated, and whether it 
is correct and that you knew it to be correct at the 
time you handed it in. - 

_A. Yes, sir, I made out that card. I made out all 
the pencil there. The red ink is made out by the 
timekeeper. 

Q. I notice your name is in red ink. 

A. Yes; sometimes in our rush away from work 
at night I make out the card and I omit to put my 
number on there; but the rest is all my writing. If 
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we forget our name or number on a card it never is 
brought back for us to sign it, at least it has not been 
brought back to me yet. 

Q. But the. change in the job number would be 
made in the manner as you have already testified ? 

A. Yes, sir, made in that manner. [495—406] 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer that in evidence and ask 
that it be marked Corcoran Exhibit No. 4. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Corcoran Exhibit No. 4.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a card here bearing 
the name Corcoran, under date of September 15, 
and ask you if that is a card made out by you in the 
manner in which you have indicated, and whether 
it is correct and that you knew it to be correct at the 
time you handed it in? 

A. Yes, sir, that was made out by me, except for’ 
that red ink there. 

@. And the red ink job number changed the same 
as before? A GS 

Q. In other words, that was the general practice? 

A. That was the general practice, the rule. If 
there is any mistake in the number, or any differ- 
ence, the timekceper comes there the next day and 
has it rectified. He brings the card to you. 

Mr. FRANK.—We offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked ‘‘Coreoran Exhibit No. 5.” 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Corcoran Exhibit No. 5.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a card here bearing 
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the name Corcoran, under date of September 16 and 
ask you if that is a card made out by you in the 
manner in which you have indicated, and whether it 
is correct and that you knew it to be correct at the 
time you handed it in? 
~ A. Yes, I made out that card. [496—407] 
Mr. FRANK.—I offer the card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Corcoran Exhibit No. 6. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 
- ‘(The card is marked ‘‘Coreoran Exhibit No. 6.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a ecard here bearing 
the name Corcoran, under date of September 17th, 
and ask you if that is a card made out by you in the 
manner in which you have indicated, and whether 
it is correct and that you knew it to be correct at 
the time you handed it in? 

A. Yes, I made out everything except the red ink 
of this, as I said before. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Corcoran Exhibit No. 7. 

Mr. MecCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Corcoran Exhibit No. 7.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a card here bear- 
ing the name Corcoran, under date of September 18, 
and ask you if that is a card made out by you in the 
manner in which you have indicated and whether it 
is correct and that you knew it to be correct at the 
time you handed it in. 
_ A. Yes, sir, I made out everything on there with 
the exception of course of the red ink. 
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Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Corcoran Exhibit No. 8. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Corcoran Exhibit No. 8.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a card here bearing 
the name Corcoran, under date of September 20th, 
and ask youif thatis [497—408] a card made out 
by you in the manner in which you have indicated, 
and whether it is correct and that you knew it to be 
correct at the time you handed it in. 

A. Yes, all that is my writing with the exception 
of the red ink. 

Mr. FRANK.—We offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Corcoran Exhibit No. 9. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Coreoran Exhibit No. 9.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a card here bearing 
the name Corcoran under date of September 21st; 
and ask you if that is a card made out by you in the 
manner in which you have indicated, and whether it 
is correct and that you knew it to be correct at the 
time you handed it in. 

A. Yes, that is all my writing with the exception 
of the red ink. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Corcoran Exhibit No. 10. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Corcoran Exhibit No. 10.’’) 

Mr, FRANK.—Q. I show you a card here bearing 
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the name Corcoran under date of September 21st, 
and ask you if that is a card made out by you in the 
manner in which you have indicated, and whether 
it is correct and that you knew it to be correct at 
the time you handed it in. 

A. Yes, that is all mine with the exception of the 
ink marks there. 

Q. How does it happen that these two cards are 
of the same [498—409] date? 

A. There is only space here for a certain amount 
of numbers, and instead of crowding them on to one 
card it has been my policy to take two cards; that 
is the day work and this is overtime, and I put the 
overtime work on a separate card and working over- 
time I put down the different machines I work on, 
the shear, the counter-sink and the plane. 

Q. In other words, one is the day card and other 
is the night card? 

A. One is the day card and the other is the night 
card. 

Q. The abbreviation ‘‘C. S. K.’’ stands for coun- 
ter-sink? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Corcoran Exhibit No. 11. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Coreoran Exhibit No. 11.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a card here bearing 
the name Corcoran under date of September 22, and 
ask you if that is a card made out by you in the man- 
ner in which you have indicated, and whether it is 
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correct and that you knew it to be correct at the 
time you handed it in? 

A. Yes, that is all mine’ with the exception of the 
ink marks. 

®. I notice on that card, the last number, there 
has been an erasure; is that all done in your hand- 
writing and before you handed the ecard in orig- 
inally? 

A. That was my writing there and must have 
been my erasure. 

Q. The new writing is your writing also? 

A. Yes, sir. The underneath part that is partly 
erased, [499—410] that is mine. 

q. And the other writing that is over it, is that 
your writing also? A. This 5398? 

Q. Yes. A. Yes, sir, that is my handwriting. 

Q. And the words ‘‘punch,’’ ‘‘overtime’’ and 
Smet. 7? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Corcoran Exhibit No. 12. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Corcoran Exhibit No. 12.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a card bearing the 
name Corcoran, under date of September 23, and 
ask you if that is a card made out by you in the 
manner in which you have indicated, and whether it 
is correct and that you knew it to be correct at the 
time you handed it in. 

A. That is all my writing with the exception of 
the ink marks. 
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Q. I understand that all these cards are in your 
own handwriting, entered by you in the several 
dates which they bear, and were correct at that 
time except in such cases where changes were made 
in red ink. A. Yes, sir, that is right. 

@. And in those cases, they have been made by 
the timekeeper who made inquiries of you concern- 
ing them. A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer the card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Corcoran Exhibit No. 13. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN,.—I make the same objection 
to it. [500—411] 

(The card was marked ‘‘Corcoran Exhibit No. 
43,’") 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer the clock card and ask to 
have it marked Corcoran Exhibit No. 14. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Corcoran Exhibit No. 14.’’) 

Q. Who is O. Hagland? 

_ A. He is an employee over there who helped me 
for several years. 

Q. Was he your helper at this time? 

A. I could not state positively that he was. 
There was a change made. He was promoted to 
operating a machine. Whether he was helping me 
at that time I could not say. 

Q. Would an inspection of the card aid you in 
saying whether that was the time he was helping 
you? 

A. Possibly it might. No, he was not helping me 
then. That is his own. 

Q. Those are his own cards? 
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A. That card is; I don’t know about the rest. 
(After examining cards.) Those are his own ecards. 

Q. Well, we will have to bring him over here. I 
understood you to say hé was your helper? 

A. I did say it, but my memory was not as good 
then as it is now. 

Q. Who was C. A. Brodie? 

A. He was one of the shop employees there. 

Q. In your department? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What has become of him? 

A. He died last March. 

Q. You know that he is dead? 

A. Yes, sir, I saw him in the bed before he was 
removed, and I saw him several times at the under- 
taking parlors. 

Q. Do you know his handwriting? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I show you a card marked ‘‘C A. Brodie,’’ Au- 
gust 30, and ask you if you recognize his handwrit- 
ing? [501—412] 

A. To the best of my belief that is Mr. Brodie’s 
signature. It is identically the same. 

Q. What is that? 

A. It is just the same as he signed his name. 
Yes, that is exactly the same as his writing. 

Q. How about the body of the writing; have you 
any knowledge about that—I mean the entries? 

A. These entries here? 

Q. Yes, the job numbers and the hours worked; 
whether you have any knowledge of his writing in 
that respect. 

A. Yes, sir, that is exactly the same as his writ- 
ing. 
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Q. Have you any doubt about it? 

A. No, I have no doubt. 

@. Where have you seen his writing? 

A. Well, one way is that he and I have worked 
together. 

@. How do you mean one way? 

A. In slack time he has been helping me, when 
work would get slack over there, and I have made 
out my card and he has copied it right off mine 
when he was my helper; in that way I became famil- 
lar with his writing. That is one way. 

Q@. Is there any other way? 

A. I have known him so long, for the past ten 
years. 

Q. Have you worked alongside of each other for 
the past ten years? 

A. Not every day; it will be nine years next No- 
vember, I think, since he and I started to work over 
there, and we have been working together right 
along. 

Q. And during that time have you frequently 
seen him making out his cards? 

A. Oh, yes, very often, because him and me kept 
our cards together most of the time. And where I 
had seen his writing other places—I can’t recall— 
he would often write things on the work we were 
on, write his name or some other fellow’s name; 
while I was fixing the machine he would write it 
[502413] with chalk. 

Q. Then you have seen him make out his cards 
very frequently during the past 8 or 9 years? 
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A. Oh, yes, very often. 

Q. Look at these. 

A. I saw one; will it be necessary to look at them 
all? 

Q. Yes, look at them all. 

A. Yes, I identify them. 

Q. I show you another set with his name on; look 
at them also. ' 

A. This is all his writing with the exception of 
that number; I am doubtful about that number. 

Q. That is 5394? 

A. That is 5394 changed to 5318. 

Q. 5394 changed to 5318, under date of Septem- 
ber 18th? | 

A. Yes; that change does not appear like his 
handwriting; but the rest on there is his. 

Mr. FRANK.—The witness has been shown Bro- 
die’s cards of August 30, 31, September 1, 2, 11, 13, 
14, 15, 17, 18, 20, 21 and 23; the last one to which 
he referred is under date of September 18. We 
offer these in evidence and ask that they be marked 
consecutively Corcoran Exhibit 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 
Pieces 25, 26 and 27. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to them. 

(The cards are marked, respectively, ‘‘Corcoran’s 
Exhibits 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26 
AWG! 2A | 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Now I show you two clock 
cards of September 11th and September 25th, re- 
spectively, and ask you to look at the signature on 
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those clock cards and state whether or not you ree: 
ognize them as the signature of Mr. Brodie? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—I ask that those clock cards be 
marked Corcoran’s Exhibits 28 and 29, respectively. 
[503—414] 

(The two clock cards are marked respectively, 
‘*Corcoran’s Exhibits 28 and 29.’’) 


Cross-examination. 

Mr. MecCLANAHAN.—Q. Could you recognize 
Mr. Brodie’s handwriting if it was not coupled with 
the signature that you saw? 

A. I cannot recall that I have ever seen his hand- 
writing otherwise than on these time-cards. 

Q. So that the signature you know? 

A. The signature I know. 

@. In seeing the signature coupled with the time- 
card is what enables you to testify to the body of the 
writing in the time-card? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. It would be very difficult if you should see that 
writing shown in the body of the card off separately 
by itself, disassociated and disconnected with the 
signature—I say it would be very difficult for you to 
recognize it as his handwriting, would it not? 

A. Well, I could not say that it would. 

Q. The fact that his signature appears on the time- 
ecard and the fact that his time-card is shown you is 
of great assistance to you in enabling you to testify 
that the body of the card shows his handwriting? 

A. Yes, sir, it is of some assistance. 

Q. You spoke of putting down the machine on 
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which you were working when you worked overtime, 
or at night; do you remember that? 

A. Putting down the machine ? 

Q. Yes, that you were working on? A. Oh, yes. 

Q. Why did you do that? 

A. By request of the timekeeper. 

Q. I call your attention to your card of Septem- 
ber 14, which is ‘‘Corcoran Exhibit No. 4,’’ and to 
the third number on that card, 4817, with a red ink 
figure ‘‘1”’ after it; do you know what that means? 

A. Yes. [504—415] 

Q. What .oes it mean? 

A. That means the division of the job; it is a de- 
tail. 

@. And the next number on the card, 4858, with the 
figure 1 after it? =A. That means division 1. 

Q. Sometimes the job is divided up into a number 
of different divisions ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What is the 11—-B-15, which I see in red ink at 
the head of your card—lI guess it is 11—-R, is it not, 
or is it 11-B, or is it 11-13 and 15? Do you know 
what that red ink entry is at the top of your card? 
. No, sir. 

. Who puts it there, do you know? 

. [ think the timekeeper puts it there. 

. What is the number of your department? 

. You mean the shop we are working in? 

Yes. 

. The number is on the building but I could not 
say what it is. 

Q. Oh, no, you misunderstand me. I understand 
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that each department of the works has a separate 
number; for instance, the blacksmith’s department 
is No. 309. Has your department, the department 
of puncher, any particular number? 

A. I have not heard it. Do I understand you— 
let me get at what you want. You say this shop 
that I am working in has some particular number? 

Q. I understand that each department in the shop 
has a particular number; for instance, Mr. Allen 
says that the department in which he works, the 
blacksmith’s department, is No. 309. You were in 
the machine-shop, were you not? , 

A. No, it is what they call the boiler-shop. 

Q. What is the boiler-shop number ? 

A. I don’t know any number; I never heard that 
it has any. [505—416] 

[Testimony of Robert H. Nickerson, for Libelant. ] 

ROBERT H. NICKERSON, called for the libel- 
ant, sworn. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. What is your business ? 

A. Well, I guess what you would call a handy- 
man—a little bit of everything. 

Q. You are working over at the United Engineer- 
ing Works? A. Yes, sir. 

@. And have been for some time? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. In what department? 

A. [am working at painting now, at the drydock 
at present. 


@. Were you working there in September, 1909? 
A. I ean tell by my time-card. 
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Q. I show you a card bearing the name Nickerson, 
under date of September 12, and ask you if that is a 
ecard made out by you in the manner in which you 
have indicated, and whether it is correct, and that 
you knew it to be correct at the time you handed it 
in. 

A. Yes, sir; that is mine. I was working on the 
rolls at that time. 

2. Is that your handwriting? A. Yes, sir. 

. That card was made out by you at that time? 

. Yes, sir. 

. And passed into the office? A. Yes, sir. 

. Was it correct at the time you made it out? 

. Yes, sir. 

. Did you keep track of your time as you were 
working on each job? A. Yes, sir. 

@. And you entered it on the card? 

A. I put it on the card every night. '[506—417] 

@. How about the job numbers? 

A. You take that off the job that comes in to you. 
It is all marked down with white lead, the number 
on each job. 

Q. The numbers on the job in white lead and you 
take your number off and put it down? 

A. Yes; take it right off of that. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked ‘‘ Nickerson Exhibit No. 1.” 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We object to it as immate- 
rial, irrelevant and incompetent, hearsay, self-serv- 
ing, and not binding on the respondent. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Nickerson Exhibit No. 1.’’) 
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Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a card here bearing 
the name Nickerson, under date of September 24, and 
ask you if that is a card made out by you in the man- 
ner in which you have indicated, and whether it is 
correct and that you knew it to be correct at the time 
you handed it in. A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this ecard in evidence and 
ask to have it marked ‘‘Nickerson Exhibit No. 2.”’ 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to that. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Nickerson Exhibit No. 2.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you a card bearing 
the name Nickerson, under date of September 11th, 
and ask you if that is a card made out by you in the 
manner in which you have indicated, and whether it 
is correct and that you knew it to be correct at the 
time you handed it in. [507—418] A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Nickerson Exhibit No. 3. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Nickerson Exhibit No. 3.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—TI offer the clock cards of Nicker- 
son, under date of September 11th and September 
25th. 

(The cards are marked, respectively, ‘‘ Nickerson 
Exhibits 4 and 5.’’) 

@. Who was Joe Perry? 

A. He was a boy who run the engine for me, a 
helper. 

Q. What engine was that? 
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A. The engine that runs the rolls. 

Q. Did you supervise his cards? 

A. No, he copied them off the slate. 

@. Who entered them on the slate? A. I did. 

Q. You entered them on the slate ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That is, you would enter the job number and 
the time on the slate? 

A. Yes, sir, the hours or the half hours, or what- 
ever it was. | 

Q. For both you and Perry ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. After he took it off the slate would you super- 
vise his cards to see if they were correct? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. How is that? 

A. [would very seldom look at his cards. I would 
put it on the slate and he would copy it off the slate. 

Mr. FRANK.—That is all. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—No cross-examination. 

(A recess was here taken until 2 P.M.) [508— 
419] 


AFTERNOON SESSION. 


[Testimony of P. Montgomery, for Libelant. ] 

P. MONTGOMERY, called for the libelant, sworn. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Were you working over in the . 
United Engineering Works in September, 1909'? 

A. [have been in the United Works for somewhere 
along about six years, all the time they had work. 

Q. In what capacity ? 

A. I have been in most everything around; at that 
time I was working on a machine called the shearing- 
machine. 
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Mr. FRANK.—I suppose there is no objection to 
having it entered in the record that this witness is 
very deaf? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—What is the object of it? 

Mr. FRANK.—Well, I don’t know. There may 
be some object afterwards. It is just so that the 
Court will know the condition under which the ex- 
amination is taking place. —_, 

Q. Did you make out your own time-cards? 

A. Yes, I make out my own time-card all the time. 

Q. Did you make out your own time-card? Kept 
track of the hours worked on each number, on each 
job? 

A. Yes, every job is numbered and the hours you 
work on each job. 

Q. Where did you get the job numbers? 

A. Well, I guess they came from the office in the 
first place. 

Q. Where did you get your number that you put 
on your card? : 

A. On the plate that we worked on. Every plate 
we work on is numbered. ) 

Q. How is it marked on there? 

A. The same as we have it just on these cards. 
[ 509—420] 

Q. I mean is it painted on? 

A. Yes, it is painted on. 

Q. Now, I show you a card bearing the name of ' 
P. Montgomery, under date of September 2d, and 
ask you if that is a card made out by you in the man- 
ner in which you have indicated, and whether it is’ 


580 Matson Navigation Company vs. 


(Testimony of P. Montgomery.) 
correct and that you knew it to be correct at the time 
you handed it in? A. That is my card. 

Q. Made out by you at that time? 

- A. Made out by me. 

Q. Did you make it out correctly ? 

A. Well, I think so; yes, I think that is correct. 

-Q. I don’t mean the addition; what I mean is you 
got the right job numbers on and the right time? 

A. Yes, sir, we have no other guide to go by. We 
make that out as far as we possibly are allowed to do 
so. ‘We are not allowed to put on any more time 
than we put on on the job. 

Q. Then you pass it into the office, do you? 

_ A. Yes, we passed it in every night. They were 
very strict about that. ‘We have to hand it in at the 
office every night. You see, it is not for our informa- 
tion at all; it is for the company so that they can see 
what we are doing. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Montgomery Exhibit No. 1. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—It is objected to as imma- 
terial, irrelevant and incompetent, hearsay, self-serv- 
ing and not binding on the respondent. 

‘(The card is marked ‘‘Montgomery Exhibit No. 
1. ? ) 

Mr. FRANK.—It is stipulated that the witness 
will testify concerning each of these cards the same 
as:he has testified concerning Montgomery Exhibit 
No. 1. [510—421] 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—This stipulation is made 
on.account of the deafness of the witness. 


United Engineering Works. 581 


(Testimony of P. Montgomery.) 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Montgomery Exhibit No. 2. - 

Mr. MceCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Montgomery Exhibit No. 
2.) 

Mr. FRANK.—And I offer this next card as Mont- 
gomery Exhibit No. 3. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same she 
tion to it. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Montgomery Exhibit 
Noise. ”?) 

Mr. FRANK.—TI now show youa card here bear- 
ing the name of P. Montgomery, under date of Sep- 
tember 14th, and ask you if that is a card made out 
by you in the manner in which you have indicated, 
and whether it is correct, and that you knew it to be 
correct at the time you handed it in? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. There is a change in red ink from 5860 to 5389; 
who was that made by ? A. That is a division. 

@. I don’t mean the second one, I mean the first 
one, the change from 5360 to 5389. 

A. That is 5389. 

Q. Look atit and see. Are you sure of that? 

A. I did not put the red ink on it. That is cor- 
rected. 

Q. I ask you who did that? 

A. I don’t know. That is more than I could tell. 
There must be an error in that. It might be the 
wrong number. We don’t use any red ink. 
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Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Montgomery Exhibit No. 4. 

Mr. McCLANA!ITAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

_ (The card is marked ‘‘Montgomery Exhibit No. 
4,’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a card here bear- 
ing the name of P. Montgomery, under date of Sep- 
tember 15, and ask you if that [511—422] is a 
card made out by you in the manner in which you 
have indicated, and whether it is correct and that you 
knew it to be correct at the time you handed it in. 

A. That is my ecard. 

Q. Look at the change of the number from 5383; 

it is changed to 5378. Do you know who made the 
change? 
__ A. Well, we may put down the wrong number. If 
we make a mistake we have to put it down the right 
way. Sometimes we have to make up the cards after 
quitting time and we may happen to make a mistake, 
and then we have to put down the other number. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Montgomery Exhibit No. 5. 

Mr. MceCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Montgomery Exhibit No. 
5a) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Now, I show you a card here 
bearing the name of P. Montgomery, under date of 
September 16th, and ask you if that is a card made 
out by you in the manner in which you have indi- 
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eated, and whether it is correct and that you knew 
it to be correct at the time you handed it in. 

A. Yes, sir, that 1s mine. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Montgomery Exhibit No. 6. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to that. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Montgomery Exhibit No. 
6.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Now, I show you a ecard here 
bearing the name of P. Montgomery, under date of 
September 17th, and ask you if that is a card made 
out by you in the manner in which you have indi- 
eated, and whether it is correct and that you knew 
it to be correct at the time you handed it in. 

A. Yes, sir, thatismy card. [512—423] 

Mr. FRANK.—We offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Montgomery Exhibit No. 7. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to that. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Montgomery Exhibit 
INory.””) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Now, I show you a card bearing 
the name of P. Montgomery, under date of Septem- 
ber 18th, and ask you if that is a card made out by 
you in the manner in which you have indicated, and 
whether it 1s correct and that you knew it to be cor- 
rect at the time you handed it in. 

A. Yes, sir, that is mine. 

Mr. FRANK.—We offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Montgomery Exhibit No. 8. 
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Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to that. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Montgomery Exhibit 
No. 8.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Now, I show you a card here 
bearing the name of P. Montgomery, under date of 
September 20, and ask you if that is a card made out 
by you in the manner in which you have indicated, 
and whether it is correct and that you knew it to be 
correct at the time you handed it in. 

A. Yes, sir, that is mine. 

Mr. FRANK.—We offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Montgomery Exhibit No. 9. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to that. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Montgomery Exhibit 
INo:°9.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a card here bearing 
the name of P. Montgomery, under date of Septem- 
ber 21, and ask you if that is a card made out by you 
in the manner in which you have indicated, and 
whether it is correct and that you knew it to be cor- 
rect at the time you handed it in. A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—We offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have [513—424] it marked Montgomery 
Exhibit No. 10. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Montgomery Exhibit 
No. 10.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a card here bearing 
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the name of P. Mentgomery, under date of Septem- 
ber 23, and ask you if that is a card made out by you 
in the manner in which you have indicated, and 
whether it is correct and that you knew it to be cor- 
rect at the time you handed it in. 

A. Yes, sir, that is mine. 

Mr. FRANK.—We offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Montgomery Exhibit No. 11. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Montgomery Exhibit 
No. 11.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now offer in evidence this 
clock card under date of September 25th, and ask to 
have it marked Montgomery Exhibit No. 12. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Montgomery Exhibit 
No. 12.’’) 

Q. I show you a card here bearing the name of P. 
Montgomery, under date of August 28, and ask you 
if that is a card made out by you in the manner in 
which you have indicated, and whether it is correct 
and that you knew it to be correct at the time you 
handed it in. A. Yes, sir, that is mine. 

Mr, FRANK.—We offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Montgomery Exhibit No. 13. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(This card is here marked ‘‘Montgomery Exhibit 
No. 18.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Now, I offer this clock card of Au- 
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gust 28th and ask to have it marked Montgomery Ex- 
hibit No. 14. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Montgomery Exhibit 
No. 14.’’) 

Q. Now, I show you a card bearing the name of 
P. Montgomery, [514—425] under date of Sep- 
tember 4, and ask you if that is a card made out by 
you in the manner in which you have indicated, and 
whether it is correct and that you knew it to be cor- 
rect at the time you handed it in. A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—We offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Montgomery Exhibit No. 15. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Montgomery Exhibit 
No. 15.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Now, I show you a card here 
bearing the name of P. Montgomery, under date of 
September 7th, and ask you if that is a card made out 
by you in the manner in which you have indicated, 
and whether it is correct and that you knew it to be 
correct at the time you handed it in. 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr, FRANK.—We offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Montgomery Exhibit No. 16. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Montgomery Exhibit 
No. 16.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Now, I show you a card here 
bearing the name of P. Montgomery, under date of 
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September 8, and ask you if that is a card made out 
by you in the manner in which you have indicated, 
and whether it is correct and that you knew it to be 
correct at the time you handed it in. A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—We offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Montgomery Exhibit No. 17. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Montgomery Exhibit 
INGs17,’7) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Now, I show you a ecard here 
bearing the name of P. Montgomery, under date of 
September 10, and ask youif [515—426] thatisa 
card made out by you in the manner in which you 
have indicated, and whether it is correct and that you 
knew it to be correct at the time you handed it in. 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—We offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Montgomery Exhibit No. 18. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Montgomery Exhibit 
No. 18.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show here a card bearing 
name of P. Montgomery, under date of September 11, 
and ask you if that is a card made out by you in the 
manner in which you have indicated, and whether.it 
is correct and that you knew it to be correct at the 
time you handed it in. A. Yes, sir. | 

Mr. FRANK.—We offer this card in evidence and 
ask that it be marked Montgomery Exhibit No. 19.” 
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Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

' (The card is here marked ‘‘Montgomery Exhibit 
No. 19.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—I also offer in evidence this clock 
card dated September 11th, and ask to have it marked 
Montgomery Exhibit No. 20. 

(The card was here marked ‘‘Montgomery Ex- 
hibit. No. 20.’’) 

Cross-examination. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. Who checks off your 
time-cards ? 

A. What do you mean by that? ‘The time clerk in 
the office checks them off. 

@. You say the time clerk does? 

A. The time clerk looks after that. We make 
these cards up; they look after the time. 

Q. What department are you in—in the boiler de- 
partment? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you no foreman? 

A. Why certainly we have. [516—427] 

Q. What is his name? A. Mr. Taylor. 

Q. Was he the foreman in August and Septem- 
ber, 1909? 

A. Yes, he was. He has been there since ever L 
went. there. 

Q. The foreman never checks off your time ? 

A. No. 

Q. It is not checked off until it is handed in to the 
office ¢ A. No. Each man keeps his own time. 

Q. I show you your card Exhibit No. 1, and ask 
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you what the writing is below ‘“‘shears and punch.’’ 

A. Well, those are two different machines. 

Q. No, you don’t understand me. I.say what is 
the writing below ‘‘shears’’ and ‘‘punch’’? 

A. That is the shop. 

Q. Read it to me. 

A. The shop number. It is inside in the boiler- 
shop. That is what it means. 

Q. The phrase is ‘‘No.’? and the next one is 
‘*Shop’’? A. But that is what it means. 

Q. What does it mean? 

‘A. It means working two machines in the shop, 
working on two different machines, 


Redirect Examination. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. When you say ‘‘working two 
machines’’ do you mean the shears and the punch? 

A. Yes. That is inside the shop, in the boiler- 
shop. 

Q. Do you mean by two machines, the shears and 
the punch? 

A. Yes, those are the two. different machines; you 
charge up for the machines the time we are on them; 
we have to change from one machine to the other 
as it requires. 
[Testimony of J. ©. Gardener, for Libelant. ] 
J.C. GARDENER, called for the libelant, sworn. 
Mr. FRANK.—Q. Mr. Gardener, you are an 
employee of the United Engineering Works? [517 
—428 | A. Yes, sir. 

@. And have been for how long? 

A. Pretty near 10 years. It will be ten years the 
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frst of next December. 

Q. You were employed there in erat: and Sep- 
tember, 1909? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In what department? 

A. In the blacksmith department, an angle-turner 
and flanger. It is called an angle-smith. 

Q. Did you keep your own time? 

A. Yes, sir. 
~ Q. At that time did you use a card to enter up 
your job numbers and the time you worked on the 
different jobs, the same as the other men? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I show you a card here bearing the name of J. 
C. Gardener, under date of August 30, 1909, and ask 
you if that is a card made out by you in the manner 
in which you have indicated and whether it is cor- 
rect, and that you knew it to be correct at the time 
you handed it in. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you make those entries, the job numbers, 
and the time spent? AQ. Yessir, 
 Q. Were they correct at the time? 

A. Yes, sir. We generally try to get it as correct 
as we can. 

Q. Where did you get your job numbers from? 

A. We always demand a job number when the job 
comes in the shop; most of the time it is marked on 
the job. 

Q. Is your shop separate from Mr, Allen’s? 

A. Allen the blacksmith, you mean? 

Q. Yes. 

A. No; I work in the same department but I am 
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not under him. 

Q. You are not under him? A. No. 

_ Q. The jobs come directly to you, do they? 

A. Yes, sir. [518—429] 

Q. You demand the job numbers from whom? 

A. From whomever it comes from, from a fitter, 
or if it comes from the machine-shop they have to 
give me the job number and the division. 

Q. Is that job number painted on the work as it 
comes in? A. Yes, on the work. That is the rule. 

Q. Do you get a list of job numbers sent in to you 
from the office? 

A. Well, on a new job we do. We have different 
divisions and different numbers for different jobs, 
whether it is machinist’s work or fitters’ work or any 
other kind of work, they have different divisions. 

Q. I know that, but does a list come to you, di- 
rectly from the office, with the job numbers? 

A. No, sir, not unless there is a mistake. Some- 
times they might make a mistake in putting the 
wrong number on and then you are notified from the 
office. 

Q. They do notify you? 

A. Yes, to change it. It happens sometimes. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer in evidence this time-card 
and ask that it be marked Gardener Exhibit No. 1. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We object to it as being 
immaterial, irrelevant and incompetent, hearsay, self- 
serving and not binding on the respondent. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Gardener Exhibit No. 
12) 
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Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now hand you a card bearing 
the name of Gardener under date of September 7, 
and ask you if that is a.card made out by you in the 
manner in which you have indicated, and whether it 
is correct and that you knew it to be correct at the 
time you handed it in. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. By that you mean that that is a card entered 
by: you at that time and in the manner you have just 
specified ? A. Yes, sir. [519—430] 

Q@. I see under ‘‘Piece number”’ here, the words 
‘‘Division 38’’; what does that mean? 

A. What is that for—for angle rings? 

Q. Yes. 

A. Well, that is Division 38; I suppose a different 
contract or a different order. It goes into a differ- 
ent department of the ship. 

Q. Where did you get the number from, ‘‘ Division 
Beat 

A. Oh, that must have been on the templates: 
That is all we have to go by; they just write it with 
a piece of chalk or a crayon or with pencil. Some- 
times they might have omitted the division and gave 
it to me afterwards, and then I would have to fill it 
out myself. 

Mr. FRANK.—We offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Gardener Exhibit No. 2. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is here marked ‘*Gardener Exhibit No. 
2.40 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you here a card 
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bearing the name of Gardener, under date of Septem- 
ber 8, and ask you if that is a card made out by you 
in the manner in which you have indicated, and 
whether it is correct and that you knew it to be cor- 
rect at the time you handed it in. 

A. Yes, that is mine. 

Q. Entered in the same way? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—We offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Gardener Exhibit No. 3. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Gardener Exhibit No. 
oe) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a card here bearing 
the name of Gardener, under date of September 10, 
and ask you if that is a card made out by you in the 
manner in which you have indicated, and whether 
it is correct and that you knew it to be [520—431] 
correct at the time you handed it in. 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—We offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Gardener Exhibit No. 4. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Gardener Exhibit No. 
4,’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you here a card bearing 
the name of Gardener, under date of September 11, 
and ask you if that is a card made out by you in the 
manner in which you have indicated, and whether it 
is correct and that you knew it to be correct at the 
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time you handed it in. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I notice on that card a change in red ink of the 
number 5318, I think it is, to 5394. Do you know 
why that was done? 

A. Well, that might have been a case where the job 
number was wrong. Of course we put it on the way 
it was on the work. 

Q. Do you know who made the change? 

A. The timekeeper generally comes when there is 
anything wrong or that does not correspond with 
the job numbers. Sometimes the boss might give us 
a job number and there would be a change in the 
office and they would have to change it; he will fetch 
the card over to me and show it to me. 

Q. He will fetch it over to you and show it to you 
and ask you for the piece to investigate it? 

A. He will ask me where I got that number, and 
I will say the job number is so and so. I don’t re- 
member any more about that, but that is what they 
generally do. 

Q. You don’t remember the particular instance? 

A. No. 

Q. But that is the course that is pursued in the 
office? A. Yes, sir. [521—482] 

Q. He would come over and check it up? 

A. Yes, he would fetch the card in the shop and 
want to know who gave me the number, who was 
working on the same job. We generally put it on 
the blackboard as we get the work and then in the 
evening we figure it up and make out the time, so 
that we don’t forget it. If we put the iron in the 
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fire and destroy the mark on it we have to keep tally 
on it. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Gardener Exhibit No. 5. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Gardener Exhibit No. 
5) 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this clock card of date Sep- 
tember 11, 1909, and ask to have it marked Gardener 
Exhibit No. 6. 

(The card is here marked ‘*Gardener Exhibit No. 
or’) 

Q. I now show you a card here bearing the name 
of Gardener, under date of September 12, and ask 
you if that is a card made out by you in the manner 
in which you have indicated, and whether it is correct 
and that you knew it to be correct at the time you 
handed it in. 

A. Yes, that is my writing. It is easy to identify 
it. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Gardener Exhibit No. 7. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Gardener Exhibit No. 
vie) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you a card here 
bearing the name of Gardener, under date of Sep- 
tember 13, and ask you if that is a card made out by 
you in the manner in which you have indicated, and 
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whether it is correct and that you knew it to be cor- 
rect at the time you handed it in. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Entered by you in the same way as you have 
testified heretofore? [522—433] A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—We offer this in evidence and ask 
that it be marked Gardener Exhibit No. 8. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Gardener Exhibit No. 
8") 

Mr. FRANK.—I now show you a card here bear- 
ing the name of Gardener, under date of September 
14, and ask you if that is a card made out by you in 
the manner in which you have indicated, and whether 
it is correct and that you knew it to be correct at 
the time you handed it in. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I notice there is a change there in red ink; was 
that made in the same way? 

A. Yes, the job number. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Gardener Exhibit No. 9. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Gardener Exhibit No. 
92) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you a card here 
bearing the name of Gardener, under date of Sep- 
tember 15, and ask you if that is a card made out 
by you in the manner in which you have indicated, 
and whether it is correct and that you knew it to be 
correct at the time you handed it in. 
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A. Yes, sir, that is correct. 
| Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask that it be marked Gardener Exhibit No. 10. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Gardener Exhibit No. 
10.’”) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you a card here 
bearing the name of Gardener, under date of Sep- 
tember 16, and ask you if that is a card made out 
by you in the manner in which you have indicated, 
and whether it is correct and that you knew it to 
be [523434] correct at the time you handed it 
in? 

A. Yes, but there is a change in the job number. 

@. How is that? How is that change made? Is 
it made in the same way as you have heretofore tes- 
tified 2 

A. It must have been made in the same way. 

Mr. FRANK.—We offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Gardener Exhibit No. 11. 

Mr. MceCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Gardener Exhibit No. 
dole) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Now, I show you a card bearing 
the name Gardener, under date of September 18, and 
ask you if that is a card made out by you in the man- 
ner in which you have indicated, and whether it is 
correct and that you knew it to be correct at the time 
you handed it in. 
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A. Yes, sir, that is mine, all right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Gardener Exhibit No. 12. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Gardener Exhibit No. 
Ve) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you a card here 
bearing the name of Gardener, under date of Sep- 
tember 20, and ask you if that is a card made out 
by you in the manner in which you have indicated, 
and whether it is correct and that you knew it to be 
correct at the time you handed it in? 

A. That is all right except this one here which was 
changed, a change in the job number. 

Q. What do you mean? You have testified how 
those changes were made—is it the same? 

A. Yes, sir. Sometimes we get the job number 
mixed up, or in different divisions, or in different 
jobs; the timekeeper comes around and straightens 
it out. [524435] 

Q. The timekeeper comes around and straightens 
it out? 

A. Yes, sir; sometimes you are doing different 
work for the same job, or sometimes a different num- 
ber; there is a change in the number. Sometimes a 
man might make a mistake, or the helper might. 

Mr. FRANK.—We offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Gardener Exhibit No. 13. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion. 
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(The card was here marked ‘‘Gardener Exhibit 
Now 13.’”) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you here a card bearing 
the name of Gardener, under date of September 23, 
and ask you if that is a card made out by you in the 
manner in which you have indicated, and whether it 
is correct and that you knew it to be correct at the 
time you handed it in? A. That is right. 

Mr. FRANK.—We make the same offer of this 
card and ask that it be marked Gardener No. 14. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Gardener Exhibit No. 
14.” 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I understand that all these 
cards are in your own handwriting, entered by you 
on the several dates which they bear, and were correct 
at that time, except in such cases that changes were 
made in it in red ink? A. Yes, sir, that is right. 

Q. And in those cases they have been made by the 
timekeeper who made inquiries of you concerning 
the conditions? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this clock card of date Sep- 
tember 25th, and ask to have it marked Gardener 
Exhibit No. 15. 

(The card is marked ‘Gardener Exhibit No. 15.’’) 

Q. Who was H. Mockel? 

A. He is a man who was helping me at that time; 
he is not there any more. [525—436] 

Q. He was your helper at that time? 

A. Yes, sir. 
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@. Did you supervise his cards? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Now, Mr. Frank, I must 
object to your leading the witness and suggesting to 
him what you wish. 

Mr. FRANK.—TI think that is perfectly legitimate 
questioning, Mr. McClanahan, under the circum- 
stances. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—TI don’t know that the cir- 
cumstances are peculiar or are such that would admit 
of your leading the witness. 

Mr. FRANK.—There are some questions that are 
admissible in that way; at any rate we will not stop 
to discuss the matter now. 

A. (Continuing.) We generally worked on the same 
job and we had to enter our work on the same num- 
bers, that is, unless one man might make a mistake 
and put the wrong number on for the same job; the 
timekeeper knows we work together and we are 
supposed to have the same numbers on the same 
ecards. 

Q. When he entered his cards up did you look over 
his cards to see that they were correct? 

A. Generally we put every job number on the 
blackboard and put the time behind it to make the 
eight hours, or the nine hours. 

@. And did you enter it up together in the evening 
so that you saw that his entries were correct ? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—TI object to that as leading 
and suggestive. 

Mr. FRANK.—Well, perhaps it is. 

A. Generally when we got through in the evening 


United Engineering Works. 601 


(Testimony of J. C. Gardener.) 

the boys would say, ‘‘We will make up our time,” 
and we would put it down on the blackboard so the 
boys could copy it and all get it alike. 

Q. How many were working with you? 

A. Twomen. [526—437] 

Q. Mockel and who else? 

A. Mockel and Hagland. He has been working 
over there for the last 5 or 6 years. 

Q. You all three worked together on the same job? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was Hagland? A. He was a helper. 

Q. A helper of yours? 

A. Yes, a helper. It is very seldom that our time 
is different, very seldom that any of the men’s time 
is different unless they happen to have a little job by 
themselves different from some other job. 

Q. What I want to get at is this: As I have under- 
stood you, you put the number and kept the time 
on the blackboard? A. Yes, sir. 

@. For all three of you? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And in the evening you all copied it from the 
blackboard and entered it on your cards? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What I want to get at is, did you see to it that 
Mockel and Hagland entered theirs correctly ? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I object to that as sugges- 
tive and leading. The witness can state what he did 
in connection with their cards. 

A. Well, as a general rule, sometimes if I made 
my card first I gave them my card; I would throw my 
card in the box and they would copy off of mine, but 
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they had it on the blackboard there and they could 
have taken it off the blackboard just as well. I don’t 
think there was much chance for them to make mis- 
takes. They took the numbers off the jobs as soon 
as they came in the shop and entered them on the 
blackboard. The first thing we did was to look at 
the number. We didn’t want to do any work unless 
we knew the number because we had to account for 
our time. 

Q. Do you know where Mockel is? [527—438] 

A. I think he is working for Goldberg & Bowen, 
driving. He has been driving for them. I don’t 
know whether he is there now, or not. 

Q. How long ago did you know him to be there? 

A. He has been gone quite a while; he had been 
working for Goldberg & Bowen before he worked 
in our shop and he went back there again. 

Q. When did you last see him? 

A. I don’t think I have seen him for six months. 
I saw him on the wagon at that time. 


Cross-examination. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. Mr. Gardener, I call 
your attention to your card of September 7, being 
your Exhibit No. 2, and ask you why you did not 
on that card put down the character of the work 
which you performed under job No. 5318? 

A. I generally do put it down. If I knew just 
exactly where it goes I would put it down, but some- 
times I might make a lot of angle bars, and I sup- 
pose they were angle bars all the way through that 
day—it was furnace work; when we run a lot of 
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angle bars, I suppose that stands for the whole job. 
We were doing angle work all that day. 

Q. That is to say, the entry opposite 4858, angle 
rings, applies to 5318. Does it apply to that num- 
ber? 

A. I don’t know whether we made any rings that 
day. I suppose we did. 

Q. Asa matter of fact you don’t know what you 
made that day, for 5318, do you? 

A. I could not remember that any more now. 

Q. You don’t know why you put it down? 

A. I suppose the whole job was of that kind of 
work. 

Q. What kind of work? A. Angle rings. 

Q. That is simply your supposition now—you 
don’t know? [528—439] 

A. That is what we generally put down. When 
we run a lot of angle bars through the furnace, we 
work all day on that. 

Q. You recognize that this work is two years old 
now and you cannot remember just what work was 
done? 

A. No, I could not remember it. But when we 
have the furnace going we generally work on that 
kind of work. 

. Mr. FRANK.—What is the number of that ex- 
hibit ? 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—His exhibit No. 2. 

Q. I show you the card of September 13, being 
your Exhibit No. 8, and ask you what was the work 
done under No. 5398? 
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A. I think that belongs to the same job as this 
is. I think that one hour we worked on this job and 
then we worked overtime 314 hours on another job. 

Q. I want to know what work was done under job 
No. 5398? Don’t guess at it if you don’t remember? 

A. I don’t remember. 

®. You don’t remember it? A. No. 

Q. What work was done under job 5360, if you 
know? If you don’t know just say so? 

A. I don’t know that any more; I don’t remember 
it any more. 

Q. What work was done under job No. 5346, ap- 
pearing on the right-hand side of the card. You 
don’t know that either, do you? 

A. No, I don’t remember that. 

@. Is it customary, Mr. Gardener, to omit the 
character of the work that you are doing under the 
different job numbers? 

A. Well, if we do a certain kind of work why some- 
times I put that on to stand for both, to stand for 
both if it is that kind of work we are doing on it. 

Q. Both of what? . 

A. Well, for shoes, or for something like that, you 
know; we put a dash underneath it and it means 
the same kind of work. [529—440] 

Q. You are pointing now to 5394, four hours, 
shoes? 

A. Yes, sir. Sometimes we make a dash under- 
neath that and it means the same kind of work as 
the other. 

Q. You didn’t do that in this case, you didn’t ditto 
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the shoes for 5398, 5360 and 5346, did you? 

A. Well, I don’t know. It looks like here as if 
there was a dash in there, or some mark in there. 
It is my writing all right. 

Q. Who checks up this work that you do—anyone? 

A. We get the numbers and we enter it on the 
cards and the timekeeper takes it from our cards. 

Q. The card I have been examining you, your Ex- 
hibit No. 8, was passed in to the timekeeper, was it? 
. Yes, sir. 

. Have you a foreman in your department? 

. Yes, sir. 

. Does the foreman see your card? A. No. 

. You pass it directly to the timekeeper ? 

. Yes. We drop it in a box as we go out in the 
evening. 

@. You dropitinabox? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You keep your own time? A. Yes, 

Q. I understand you have a blackboard on which 
you enter the number when it comes in? 

A. Yes. We write it generally on the furnace. 
We have a long furnace, about 30 feet long. 

@. Each man writes on the furnace ? 

A. Well, either one. If a new number comes in, 
a’new job, we put on the furnace what it is. 

Q. Is that all you put on the furnace, just the 
number of the job? 

A. The number of the job and the kind of work 
there is, and then when we get through with the job 
we enter the time on it. 

Q. How often do you enter time that you work on 
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the job on this furnace? At night after you are 
finished? [530—441] _ 

A. No, through the day. Sometimes we have so 
many different jobs coming in between that we will 
have to stop on one job and pick up something else 
that is in more of a hurry. 

Q. How do you keep track of it? 

A. We have to keep track of the time by putting 
it down. 

Q. How do you enter it on the furnace? What do 
you use in putting it down? A. Chalk. 

. Each man uses chalk? A. Yes, sir. 

Each man writes his own time? 

. No, it is for the three of us. 

. Who does the writing? 

. I generally do, or some of the helpers. 

. Sometimes the helpers do it? A. Yes, sir. 
. You don’t make any time mark on the furnace 
when you start the work, do you? 

A. I generally have my watch with me and I 
consult my watch; and there are a couple of watches 
hanging around the shop and we can see the time 
from them. 

Q. Suppose you are working on job 5295 and an- 
other job comes in, 5318, and you stop the 5295 and 
take up 5318 % 

A. Then we see the time we leave off on it. 

Q. How do you mark the time that you leave off 
on 5295 % 

A. Oh, we mark it on the furnace or we memorize 


it. 
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Q. And when you get 5318 you take up 5295 
again ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you sometimes remember those, do you? 

A. Yes, sometimes if it is a small job coming in 
between, or if it happens to be an old job and not 
very much in a hurry. 

@. How do you carry out the keeping of time the 
next day? 

A. Well, sometimes we only work an hour on a 
job during the evening, or so, and maybe it only takes 
an hour or two hours [531—442] to finish it, then 
we put it on the next day. 

Q. Do you use this furnace as a blackboard and 
rub the other marks off ? A. Yes, rub them off. 

Q. What do you rub them off with? 

A. It is easy to rub them off, rub it with a rag. 
It is soft chalk. 

Q. That is the method that is pursued in the black- 
smith department? 

A. Yes, sir. Some have a piece of iron they put 
it on. But that is the most handy, right where we 
are working all the time, just chalk it down. 

Q. You are not a foreman, are you? A. No. 

Q. You have not seen these cards that you have 
identified since they were turned in, have you? 

AS ING: 

@. And it is two years ago? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You have not any independent recollection of 
the work done at all? 

A. No, I could not tell any more what really was 
done on a job. 
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Redirect Examination. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I ask you to examine this card, 
Exhibit No. 8, and tell me to which of those num- 
bers on the bottom there that overtimes applies, and 
how much the overtime is on that number. 

A. I don’t know—360, what job was that, what is 
that number; is that 53602 

Q. You are the man who is testifying; if you don’t 
remember, just say so. On one side is 5346 and on 
the other side is 53860. I want to know whether the 
overtime applies to 5346 over there or 5360 over here. 
You wrote that down, did you not? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When you wrote it down which one of those did 
you intend that overtime to apply to? 

A. I could not tell any more. I [532—443] 
could not remember. 

Q. Did you make that line from over here? 

A. I believe I did. 

Q. Did you make that circle around the one-half? 

A. It looks like it; sometimes we get a job like that 
working on a drydock, or working overtime on a ship, 
and not in the shop at all. 

Q. Wherever you were working, what I want to 
find out is whether or not you know or can tell from 
that card whether or not that overtime belonged to 
5346 or 5360, and if so, whether it was one-half an 
hour or three and one-half hours? 

A. It was 314 hours. 

Q. Belonging to which number? 

A. It looks like it belonged to this. 
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-Q. You say it looks like—you don’t know, do you? 
A. No, I don’t know. 


[Testimony of S. Hagland, for Libelant. | 

S. HAGLAND, called for the libelant, sworn. 

‘Mr. FRANK.—Q. What was your work over at 
the United Engineering Works in September, 1909? 

A. I was helper. 

Q. Helper to whom? A. Charlie Gardener. 

Q. How did you keep your time? 

A. I kept it the same as he did, I put the same 
thing on. 

‘Q. When a piece came in, where would you get 
your number from ? 

A. I got it from the shell-plates; they put the 
numbers on a piece; they put the numbers on every 
piece. 

-Q. And you would get the number there? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was done with it when it came in, with 
reference to [533—444] writing it down some- 
where to remember itby? A. What do you mean? 

Q. I mean, did you make any record of it on a 
blackboard, or anything like that? 

‘A. We would put it on a piece of plate, and then 
we would take it at night and put it on the card. 

@. How did you keep your time? 

A. What do you mean—on the time-cards? 

Q. No, before you put it on the time-card ? 

A. We put it on the furnace during the day and 
then at night we put it on the ecard. 

Q. That is, as you went along with your work, 
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every time you had a job and the job was finished you 
put down the number of hours on the furnace: was 
that it? A. Yes, sir. 

@. And then took that from the furnace to the 
eard at night? A. Yes, sir, and put it in the office. 

Q. And put the card in the office at night ? 

me Ves put theveard inv the once: 

Q. I show you a ecard here bearing the name 8S. 
Hagland, under date of August 30th, and ask you if 
that is a card made out by you in the manner in 
which you have indicated, and whether it is correct 
and that you knew it to be correct at the time you 
handed it in. 

A. Well, I have the ‘‘9”’ below the ‘‘3”’ there. 

Q. That is not what I am asking you about at all. 
T am asking you if you made out this card, is that 
in your handwriting ? A. That is my ‘9’? there. 

Q. Is that your ‘‘3’’ underneath there ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And the job numbers and the time worked ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And were those put down, these job numbers 
and the time worked on that day, in the way in which 
you say you kept your time? A. Yes, sir. 
[534—445 | 
. Was that correct at that time? 

. Supposed to be, yes. 

. And you so handed it in to the office ? 
. Yes, Sir. 

. You say it is supposed to be correct? 
. Yes, sir. 
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Q. It was just the way you had it on the board? 

A. Yes, sir. There is a ‘‘9’’ below there, but that 
don’t figure; there is a line there. 

@. You did not put the ‘‘9’’ on, did you? 

A. Yes, I put the ‘‘9’’ on. 

Q. That is the addition? 

A. Yes, sir; the addition; that is, it is figured there. 
That is August, is it? 

Q. Yes, August 30th. A. Yes. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card bearing the name 
of S. Hagland, under date of August 30, in evidence, 
and ask to have it marked 8. Hagland, Exhibit No. 1. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We object to it as imma- 
terial, irrelevant, incompetent, hearsay and self- 
serving and not binding on the respondent. 

(The card is marked ‘8. Hagland Exhibit No. 1.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Now, I show you here a card 
bearing the name of S. Hagland, under date of Sep- 
tember 7, and ask you if that is a card made out by 
you in the manner in which you have indicated, and 
whether it 1s correct and that you knew it to be cor- 
rect at the time you handed itin? And I ask you if 
that is your card, written out by you in the same 
way— 

A. (Intg.) In the same way. 

Q. In the same way that you have just testified 
to concerning the other card? 

A. Well, I didn’t put the red numbers down. 

@. Let us see. 

A. The red numbers, the red marks. [835—446] 

Q. You did not put the red numbers on; I mean the 
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lead pencil numbers? A. Yes, that is mine. 

Q. And done in the same way that you have tes- 
tified about the other cards—is that right? 

A. Yes, the same thing. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this in evidence, and ask to 
have it marked S. Hagland, Exhibit No. 2. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘S. Hagland Exhibit 
Now2.’”) 

Mr. FRANK.—I now show you a card here bear- 
ing the name S. Hagland, under date of September 
8th, and ask you if that is a card that was in your 
handwriting and done at that time, in the same that 
you have testified to about the other cards, and if 
it is correct or was correct at the time that you passed 
vine in, and: knew it to be correct at that time. 

A. Yes, that is mine. 

'Q. You say that is yours? A. Yes, sir. 

@. How about the rest of the question I have asked 
you, was it made in the same way? 

A. The same way. 

Q. And did you know it to be correct at the time? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked S. Hagland Exhibit No. 3. 

Mr.;:McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is here marked “‘S. Hagland, Exhibit No. 
3.) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you a card bearing 
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the name S. Hagland, under date of September 10, 
and ask you if that card was written by you at that 
time ? A. Yes, except the red. 

Q. And was it written in the same way you testified 
about the first card? [536—447] 

A. The same way. 

Q. And passed in as correct? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked S. Hagland Exhibit No. 4. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘S. Hagland Exhibit No. 
A) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you a card bearing 
the name of 8S. Hagland, under date of September 
11th and ask you if that is in your handwriting and 
if it was made out by you on that date, in the same 
manner that you testified to concerning the first card, 
and if it was correct at that time. 

A. Well, there might be something wrong with the 
spelling. I can make out what the pieces are, and 
things like that. 

Q. I am not asking you about the spelling. There 
is a change in red ink in one of the numbers; what 
can you say about that, how was saat hi you 
know? 

A. It looks like it was scratched out; I had. 15 on 
and he put 94. 

Q. Who is he? ; 

A. He must be the timekeeper, I guess. 
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_ Q. Did the timekeeper come down and ask about 
those numbers? 

Mr. McCLANAITAN.—I object to that as sug- 
gestive. | 

A. Oh, yes, he was there. The timekeeper comes 
around the next morning if there was anything 
wrong. He must have put those on. 

Q. What did he come around to do? 

A. Ask certain questions, if there is anything 
wrong, and J guess he would change it. 

Q. What does he usually do about changing num- 
bers that way, what does he usually ask you? 

A. Well, he asked Charlie. 

Q. Who is Charlie ? 

A. Charlie, my foreman. I was helping [537— 
448} him. Charlie Gardener. Has he not got on 
the same card the same thing? 

Q. I don’t know. You were helper to Charlie 
Gardener ? A. Yes. What date is that? 

Q. That is September 11? A. Yes. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked 8. Hagland Exhibit No. 5. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is marked ‘‘S. Hagland Exhibit No. 5.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this clock card in evidence, 
of date September 11, and ask to have it marked 
S. Hagland Exhibit No. 6. 

(The card is marked ‘‘S. Hagland Exhibit No. 6. a 

Q. I now show you a card bearing the name of S. 
Hagland, under date September 12, and ask you if 
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that was a card made out by you in the manner in 
which you have indicated, and whether it is correct, 
and that you knew it to be correct at the time you 
handed it in. 

A. Yes, sir; but he changed the numbers. 

Q. It is all in your handwriting except the red ink? 

A. Yes, that is it. 

Q. And done in the same way as you have testified 
to before—is that right? 

A. Yes. I did not put the occupation on the top 
there. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked 8. Hagland Exhibit No. 7. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘S. Hagland Exhibit No. 
fe) 

Mr, FRANK.—I now show you a card bearing the 
name of S. Hagland, under date of September 18, and 
ask you if that isa [538449] card made out by 
you in the manner in which you have indicated, and 
whether it is correct, and that you knew it to be cor- 
rect at the time you handed it in. 

A. Yes, sir; that is my pencil writing. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked 8S. Hagland Exhibit No. 8. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘S. Hagland Exhibit No. 
Bn) 

Mr. FRANK.—I now show you a ecard here bear- 
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ing the name ofS. Hagland, under date of September 
14, and ask you if that is a card made out by you in 
the manner in which you have indicated, and whether 
it is correct, and that you knew it to be correct at the 
time you handed it in. 

A. Yes, the pencil writing is mine. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer that card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked 8. Hagland Exhibit No. 9. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘S. Hagland Exhibit 
No. 9,’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—I now show you a eard here bear- 
ing the name of S. Hagland, under date of September 
15, and ask you if that is a card made out by you in 
the manner in which you have indicated and whether 
it is correct, and that you knew it to be correct at the 
time you handed it in. A. Yes, sir, that is right. 

(. That card was made out by you? 

A. Yes, except the red marks. 

®. That is, in the same way as you have testified to 
concerning the first card ? A Mes sir 

@. And it was correct at the time? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to [539—450] have it marked S. Hagland Ex- 
hibit No. 10. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is marked ‘‘S. Hagland Exhibit No. 
nhs) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you a card here 
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bearing the name of S. Hagland, under date of Sep- 
tember 16, and ask you if that is a card made out by 
you in the manner in which you have indicated, and 
whether it is correct, and that you knew it to be cor- 
rect at the time you handed it in. 

A. Yes, the same. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked 8. Hagland Exhibit No. 11. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is marked ‘‘S. Hagland Exhibit No. 
gel .’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now hand you a card bearing 
the name of S. Hagland, under date of September 18, 
and ask you if that is a card made out by you in the 
manner in which you have indicated and whether it 
is correct and that you knew it to be correct at the 
time you handed it in. A. The same. 

Mr. FRANK.—We offer this card in evidence and 
ask that it be marked S. Hagland Exhibit No. 12. 

_ Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objee- 
tion to it. 

_ (The card is marked ‘“‘S. Hagland Exhibit No. 
77) 

_ Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you a card bearing 
the name of 8S. Hagland, under date of September 20, 
and ask you if that is a card made out by you in the 
manner in which you have indicated, and whether it 
is correct and that you knew it to be correct at the 
time you handed it in. 

A. I make the same answer to that. 
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Mr. FRANK.—We offer the card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked S. Hagland Exhibit No. 18. 
[ 540—451 ] 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is marked ‘‘S. Hagland Exhibit No. 
13.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now hand you a ecard bearing 
the name of S. Hagland, under date of: September 23, 
and ask you if that is a card made out by you in the 
manner in which you have indicated, and whether it 
is correct and that you knew it to be correct at the 
time you handed it in. A. The same answer. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked S. Hagland Exhibit No. 14. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘S. Hagland Exhibit No. 
14.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—I now offer a clock card, dated 
September 25, 1909, and ask to have it marked 8. 
Hagland Exhibit No, 15. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘S. Hagland Exhibit No. 
15.’’) 

(An adjournment was here taken until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, August 29, 1911, at 9:30 A.M.) [541— 
452 | 

Tuesday, August 29th, 1911. 

S. HAGLAND, recalled, cross-examination. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. Mr. Hagland, I would 
like to have you tell me in detail what was done with 
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the piece of work when it came before you in the de- 
partment in which you worked. 

A. What was done—how do you mean ? 

Q. Well, with reference to its number and how ‘it 
was kept track of, with reference to the time that 
you worked on that particular piece, and with refer- 
ence to your time-card in connection with that par- 
ticular piece. I want you to tell me in detail now the 
whole process that you went through with. 

A. The foreman put the numbers on, or gave us 
the numbers, and he had a foreman by the name of 
Gus Sjoberg—Gus Sjoberg was the second foreman; 
and he put the numbers on the piece, and we took the 
numbers for the piece. 

@. And what do you do with the numbers? 

A. We use the numbers and put it on the time- 
eards at night. 

Q@. When the piece first comes into your hands in 
the morning, it has a number on it? 

A. Yes, sir. We took the number and put it on 
the furnace or a piece of shell-plate, and leave it stay 
there during the day. 

Q. Stop right there for a moment. By. the use of 
the word ‘‘we’’ who do you refer to? 

A. Who was working on it? 

Q. Who was working on it. 

A. There were three of us. 

Q. Who were they? 

A. Charlie Gardner, me and Oscar—some other 
helper there; I have forgotten hisname. [542—453] 

Q. Was it not Mockel? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. Who put the number on the furnace or the piece 
of-shell-plate, you or Mockel or Gardner? Some- 
times you? A. Sometimes all of us. 

Q. Any particular man? A. No, sir. 

Q. That is, you might put it on sometimes ? 
‘A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Mockel might put it on? A. Yes, sir. 

-Q. Or Gardner might put it on? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. By putting the number on the shell-plate you 
mean you take a piece of chalk— 

A. Or soapstone or something. 

Q. —and mark the number on this improvised 
blackboard ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Before commencing work on that particular 
piece, the number of which you had put on the fur- 
nace or shell-plate, did you put anything else on the 
furnace or shell-plate? | 

A. Just took the number and put it on. 

Q. I ask you if you put anything else besides the 
number before you commenced to work? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. So that you had before you on the shell-plate 
simply the number in chalk? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. On the furnace or shell-plate? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You go on and work on that piece during the 
day, do you? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, at the end of the day’s work have you put 
anything else on the board? AS Yes, sit. 

Q. What else? A. The name of the piece. 

Q. You put that on before you commence work? 

A. The number; yes. a 
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Q. Do you put anything else on the board, on the 
shell-plate or furnace during the day? 

A. Sometimes; yes. [543—454] 

Q. What do you put sometimes? ° 

A. The name of the piece, too. ' 

@. The name of the work? 

A. The name of the piece. There are certain 
names on the piece for the furnaces or boilers, what- 
ever you work on. 

Q. That is, you put sometimes on the furnace of 
shell plate, in addition to the number, the character 
of the work you are doing; is that right? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You do not do that always, do you? 

A. We have got to do it at nights anyhow. 

Q. At night when you have finished the work you 
have got to do it? A. Put it on the card. 

Q. No. Iam talking about the shell-plate or fur- 
nace; do you always put the character of the work 
on the shell-plate or the furnace during the daytime? 

A. No, sir, not always. 

Q. Not always? A. No, sir. 

Q. Now, is there anything else that you put on the 
furnace or, shell-plate during the daytime except the 
number and sometimes the character of the work? 

. Yes, sir. 

. What else is there? 

. The name of the piece. 

. That is the character of the work, is it not? 

. Yes, sir. 

. Is there anything else besides the name of the 
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piece, the number that you put on the shell-plate or 
the furnace during the daytime? 

A. The character—what would that be? 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Do you want to know what he 
means by the word ‘“‘character’’? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. I change the expres- 
sion. I say, is there anything besides the name of 
the piece that you are working on, and that number, 
that goes on the furnace of shell-plate in the day- 
time ? A. No, sir. [544-455] 

Q. Nothing else? 

A. Except the number and the name that goes on 
the card. 

Q. Not on the card. 

A. Goes on the shell-plate; the furnace first and 
then the card. 

Q. We will get to the card in a minute. We are 
talking about the shell-plate and the furnace now. 
Nothing goes on the shell-plate or furnace except the 
number and the name of the piece; is that correct? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. At the end of the day’s work you have perhaps 
on the shell-plate or furnace several numbers, and the 
names of the respective pieces under those numbers ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, what do youdo? The day’s work is done; 
what do you do? 

A. Take the card, and put it on the card. 

Q. By the card you mean the time-card? 

A. Yes, sir. 

_ Q. You take the card and put on the card the num- 
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ber of the piece? A. Yes, sir. 

. And the name of the piece ? A. Yes, sir. 

. And what else? <A. Put it in the office. 
. Don’t you put something else on the card? 

. The name. 

. You put your name on the card? 

. Yes, sir. 

. Anything else? Don’t you put the time you 
work on each piece ? A. The number of hours, yes. 

Q. Where do you get that time from? 

A. From the timekeeper. 

(). The timekeeper in the office? 

A. What do you mean, the hours? 

Q. I mean the hours that you work on each piece, 
where do you get that from in order to put on the 
eard? A. Charlie Gardner, he tells us. 

Q. He tells you what? [545—456] 

A. Put so much on each piece. 

Q. He tells you to put so many hours on this 
piece? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And so many hours on the next piece? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And so many hours on the next piece? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know where he gets the time from, 
the hours? A. On each piece, do you mean? 

Q. Yes. A. He gets it from the clock. 

Q. You guess that is where he gets it from. You 
don’t know, do you? A. Yes. 

Q. Yes, what? You do know or you don’t know? 

me VES: 
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. Yes, what? A. I know it. 

. You know it? A. Yes, sir. 

. He gets it from the clock? A. Yes, sik 
You don’t keep time yourself, do you? 

. From the clock, do you mean? 

Yes. A. Sometimes, yes. 

And sometimes you don’t? A. Yes, sir. 
Sometimes you do and sometimes you don’t? 
. Yes, sir. ‘Sometimes it gets smashed up. 
What gets smashed up? A. The clock. 

. Then how do you keep time when the clock gets 
smashed up? A. We guess at it sometimes. 

Q. At any rate you sometimes take Gardner’s card 
and copy the hours on to your card? A. That’s it. 

Q. That’s it? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where do you get the name of the piece—from 
the blackboard or from Gardner—that you put on 
your time-card ? 

A. Well, we all make it up at the same time, all 
the cards, you know. [546—457] 

Q. Iam asking you where you make the hours up? 
Copy it from Gardner’s card or from the blackboard, 
the name of the piece? 

A. Sometimes we copy it from his card, and some- 
times from the furnace. 

(). You do the same thing, do you? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Does Gardner always show you his card before 
he puts it ina box? A. Not always. 
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he puts it in a box. A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. Sometimes he puts it in a box without your 
seeing it? 

A. Yes, sir; but when it is on the furnace, you 
‘know. 

Q. But the time is not on the furnace. He tells 
you the time, does he? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Are you still working for the United Engineer- 
ing Works? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And have been ever since August and Septem- 
ber, 1909 ? A. 1909? 

Q. 1909. A. Well, yes, I have been. 

Q. I show you a card of September 14th, being Ex- 
hibit No. 9, and call your attention to the last number 
on that card simply for the purpose of making clear 
what itis. ‘My impression is it is 5389. Is that cor- 
rect (handing) ? A. 5881. 

Q. Are you sure that that is correct? You see the 
character of the work, smoke damper. Is that what 
it is intended for? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That means the smokestack damper? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. ‘On the next day under 5383 you have worked 
on the smokestack, have you not, as shown by your 
Exhibit No. 10? Isthat not right? [547—458] 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. With that in view is it not quite clear that your 
number on the card of September 14th referred to is 
5389 2 

Mr. FRANK.—I object to your arguing with the 
witness. The impression there is clear. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—It is for your benefit. It 
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is our number I think. 

Mr. FRANK.—I do not know whether it is or not. 
We stand for whatever the card stands for, whether 
it is in our favor or against us. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—It looks very much like 
a 9. 

Mr. FRANK.—It may be. I do not know. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—It is all in your favor; I 
do not see why you should complain. I am making 
clear your record. 

Mr. FRANK.—I am not complaining about any- 
thing. I want the thing to stand for what is there, 
whether it is for me or against me. g 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Let us agree it is 5389. 

Mr. FRANK.—I don’t know. Whatever it is; if 
you can make out what it is (addressing the witness) 
Mr. Hagland, say so. Give your opinion about what 
the number is. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. Don’t you think it is 
5389 ? A. Yes, sir; it must be. 

Q. It must be 5389? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—It is 5381. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—Does Gardner’s compare 
with it? 

Mr. FRANK.—Yes. There it is (handing). 

Mr. McCLANAHAN. Q. Mr. Hagland, I show 
you your card of [548—459] September 20th, be- 
jing Exhibit 18, and ask you what you mean by 
‘strong bars’’ entered under ‘‘ Article worked on,’’ 
after 5389? 

A. A strong bar; that is stiffness, you know. 
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Q. Stiffness? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What are they for, for stiffening? 

A. Stiffening either the beams or— 

Q. They are in the nature of supports, are they? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You do not know what supports they are, for 
what character of work? What is your answer? 

A. No, sir. 

Redirect Examination. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. You and Mockel are only 

-helpers to Gardner; is that right? 

. Yes, sir. 

. You all do the same work at the same time? 

. Yes, sir. 

. And Gardner directs the work? 

. Gardner directs the work, yes. 

. You were asked a good many questions about 
what is put on the furnace; do you remember? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you said that the job number is put on and 
sometimes the nature of the work? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you were asked how you kept track of your 
time; do you remember that? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You said Gardner kept track of it? 

A. Gardner, yes. 

Q. Now, have you any recollection at the present 
time as to whether or not Gardner put the time down 
on the furnace or sheet as well as put the piece num- 
ber down so that you could copy it in the night on to 
your card? A. Yes, sir, we copy it at night. 

Q. You do not get my question. Read it to the 
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witness, Mr. Reporter. 

(The Reporter reads the question.) Do you know 
what ‘‘recollection’’ means? A. No, sir. [549— 
460] 

Q. You do not talk English very well; is that it? 

A. Not so very well. 

Q. What nationality are you? A. Norwegian. 

Q. ‘‘Recollection’? means do you remember. Do 
you know what that means? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Mr. Reporter, reread the question to the wit- 
ness without explanation. 

(The Reporter reads the question.) 

. Yes, sir. 

. What yes. A. He put it on. 

. What did he put on? A. The number. 

. The number? A. Yes, sir. 

. How about the time? 

. The time too. The time he put on, yes. 

. Put on where? A. On the furnace. 

. Why didn’t you tell that to the other gentle- 
man when he was asking you about it? What are 
you looking at? A. These gentlemen? 

Q. Why did you not tell it to Mr. McClanahan be- 
‘fore when he was asking you about it? 

A. I did not understand him, I guess. 


OOPODOL 


Recross-examination. 
Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. You understood all my: 
questions? A. Yes, sir, some of them. 
Q. Did you not understand all of them? 
A. Well, except that what he said over again. 
Q. That is Mr. Frank said something to you that 
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4ou understood and when I said it you did not un- 
derstand it; is that it? A. That is it. 

Q. And that is that Mr. Gardner put the hours 
worked on the furnace? A. Yes, sir. [550—461] 

Q. Did he always do that? A. Not always; no. 

Q. Not always? A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you remember telling me on my examina- 
tion of you that the hours worked were given to you 
by Mr. Gardner at the end of the day? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That is correct, is it? 

A. That is correct, or put it on the furnace. 

Q. When it was on the furnace he did not give you 
the hours worked? A. No, sir. We took it off. 

Q. You took it off the furnace? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. But he would put it on the furnace? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Sometimes he would put the hours worked on 
the furnace, and when he did you would take it off 
the furnace? A. He told us, if he did not. 

Q. If he did not put it on the furnace he would 
‘tell you the hours worked? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. So that there were two methods of handling the 
hours worked? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. One would be Gardner putting the hours on the 
furnace; is that right? A. Yes; sir, 

Q. You understand that, do you? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When he did not put it on the furnace— 

A. He told us. 

Q. He told you the hours worked; is that right? 

A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. And you understand that, do you? 
A. Yes, sir. [551—462] 


[Testimony of Fred Boyd, for Libelant.] 
FRED BOYD, called for the libelant, sworn. 
Mr. FRANK.—Q. Mr. Boyd, you are employed in 

the United Engineering Works? A. Yes, sir. 

@. And haye been for some years? 

A. About 8 or 9 years. 

Q. You were in their employ in August and Sep- 
tember, 1909? A. I was; yes. 

Q. In the tool-shop ? A. In the toolroom. 

Q. When you were at work in the toolroom, Mr. 
Boyd, what was the nature of the work you were 
doing? 

A. Making tools most of the time, unless I had a 
chance to do some outside jobs like work on the en- 
gines or anything like this. I would help them out 
at times, but most of my work was just making tools. 

Q. Your work in the toolroom was making tools? 

A. Making tools; yes. 

Q. In the course of your work, how did you keep 
track of the different jobs? 

A. Well, before I started on a job I put down the 
job number I was to work on, and the time I started 
on it, and I would put it down when I finished up the 
‘job on a slip of paper. 

Q. Where would you get the job number? 

A. The man who would bring in the work, at times 
would have the number on a slip of paper, and there 
was a number in the shop on a slip brought from the 
office. 
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Q. What did you do, compare the number? 

A. I compared the number, to be sure there was 
no mistake. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—There is no necessity to 
lead this witness. He seems very intelligent. 

Mr. FRANK.—The leading that I will do will 
therefore do you no harm. It will simply save your 
time, and both of us money in [552—463] the 
record. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I should prefer to have the 
witness testify. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. How would it be with other 
jobs that originated in the toolroom; how would you 
‘get the number for those? 

A. That is with jobs that originated, that is, for 
tools for the shop? 

Q. No, not for shop tools but for tools on outside 
‘work. 

A. I would get the number from the foreman for 
‘that. 

Q. How from the foreman ? 

A. He would put it on a slip when he would bring 
me the job to do. 

Q. What means, if any, would you take to verify 
it? 

A. From the slips that they had in the shop that 
they bring the number in of every job. 

Q. That is, slips that come from the office? 

A. Slips that come from the office. 

Q. And your time; just repeat how you kept your 
time. 
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A. Before I started on a job I put down the job 
number; then I would put down the time I started, 
and when I finished the’job, and I would put that on 
a slip of paper; at night when I made out my card 
‘T would copy from the slip of paper on to the card, 
and then I would tear up the slip of paper which was 
a memorandum. 

Q. When you were working making tools for the 
Works, how would you keep track of that? 

A. In the same way. I would put down all the 
shop expenses the same as I would put down for any 
outside job. 

Q. That is, the inside jobs had shop numbers to 
identify them; is that it? 

A. With certain tools that we made just for the 
toolroom, to have on hand, we have the regular num- 
foer for that, and I would copy that down. [553— 
464 | 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Now, I show you a card of Au- 
gust 24th, Fred Boyd, and ask you if that is a card 
made out by you in the manner you have just indi- 
ated, whether it is in your own handwriting, and 
whether at the time you made out the card you knew 
it to be correct, and so handed it in to the office. 

A. That is correct. 

Q. Do you endorse the entire statement as I made 
it to you? A. I do. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask to have that card marked 
Fred Boyd No. 1. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—I object to the offer as be- 
ing incompetent, irrelevant and immaterial, hearsay, 
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self-serving, and not binding on the respondent. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Fred Boyd No. 1.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you a Fred Boyd 
card of August 26th, and ask you if that is a card 
made out by you in the manner you have just indi- 
cated, whether it is in your own handwriting, and 
whether at the time you made out the card you knew 
it to be correct, and so handed it in to the office. 

A. That is correct. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask to have that card marked 
Fred Boyd No. 2. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I make the same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Fred Boyd No. 2.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a ecard of August 
27th, Fred Boyd, and ask you if that is a card made 
‘out by you in the manner you have just indicated, 
whether it is in your own handwriting, and whether 
at the time you made out the card you knew it to be 
correct, and so handed it in to the office. 

A. Thatis correct. [554—465] 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask to have that card marked 
Fred Boyd No. 3. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I make the same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Fred Boyd No. 3.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you a Fred Boyd 
card of August 28th, and ask you if that is a card 
made out by you in the manner you have just indi- 
cated, whether it is in your own handwriting, and 
whether at the time you made out the card you knew 
it to be correct, and so handed it in to the office. 

A. That is correct. 
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Mr. FRANK.—We ask to have that card marked 
Fred Boyd No. 4. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I make the same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Fred Boyd No. 4.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the clock card of Au- 
gust 28th be marked Boyd No. 5. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘Fred Boyd No. 5.’’) 

Q. Now, I show you a card of August 29th, Fred 
‘Boyd, and ask you if that is a card made out by you 
4m the manner you have just indicated, whether it is 
in your own handwriting, and whether at the time 
you made out the card you knew it to be correct, and 
so handed it in to the office. A. That is correct. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
red Boyd No. 6. 

, Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Fred Boyd No. 6.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you now a Fred Boyd 
card of August 30th, and ask you if that is a card 
made out by you in the manner you have just indi- 
cated, whether it is in your handwriting, and whether 
at the time you made out the card you [555—466] 
knew it to be correct, and so handed it in to the office. 

A. That is correct. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask to have that card marked 
Fred Boyd No. 7. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Fred Boyd No. 7.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a ecard of August 
31st, Fred Boyd, and ask you if that is a card made 
out by you in the manner you have just indicated, 
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whether it is in your own handwriting, and whether 
at the time you made out the card vou knew it to be 
correct, and so handed it in to the office. 

A. That is correct. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask to have that card marked 
Fred Boyd No. 8. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I make the same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Fred Boyd No. 8.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a Fred Boyd card 
of September 1st, and ask you if that is a card made 
out by you in the manner you have just indicated, 
whether it is in your own handwriting, and whether 
at the time you made out the card you knew it to be 
correct, and so handed it in to the office. 

A. That is correct. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask to have that card marked 
Fred Boyd No. 9. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I make the same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Fred Boyd No. 9.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a ecard of September 
Sth, Fred Boyd, and ask you if that is a card made 
out by you in the manner you have just indicated, 
whether it is in your own handwriting, and whether 
at the time you made out the card you knew it to be 
correct, and so handed it in to the office. 

A. That is correct. [556—467] 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask to have that card marked 
Fred Boyd No. 10. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I make the same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Fred Boyd No. 10.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Now, I show you a Fred Boyd 
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card of September 6th, and ask you if that is a card 
made out by you in the manner you have just indi- 
cated, whether it is in your own handwriting, and 
whether at the time you made out the card you knew 
it to be correct, and so handed it in to the office. 

A. That is correct. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask to have that card marked 
Fred Boyd No. 11. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I make the same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Fred Boyd No. 11.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you now a Fred Boyd 
card of September 7th, and ask you if that is a 
card made out by you in the manner you have just 
indicated, whether it is in your own handwriting, 
and whether at the time you made out the card you 
knew it to be correct, and so handed it in to the office. 

A. That is correct. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask to have that card marked 
Fred Boyd No. 12. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I make the same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Fred Boyd No, 12.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a card of September 
9th, Fred Boyd, and ask you if that is a card made 
out by you in the manner you have just indicated, 
whether it is in your own handwriting, and whether 
at the time you made out the card you knew it to be 
correct, and so handed it in to the office. 

A. That is correct. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask to have that card marked 
Fred Boyd No. 13. [557—468] 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I make the same objection. 
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(The card is marked ‘‘Fred Boyd No. 13.’’) 

Mr, FRANK.—Q. I show you a card of Septem- 
ber 10th, Fred Boyd, and ask you if that is a card 
made out by you in the manner you have just indi- 
cated, whether it is in your own handwriting, and 
whether at the time you made out the card you knew 
it to be correct, and so handed it in to the office. 

A. That is a card of some too] that they decided 
was to be used on the job. It must have been—I am 
not sure from the card whether the foreman fixed 
nt Up. 

Q. What is the writing on it? 

A. It is changed afterwards. 

@. Is it changed in your handwriting ? 

A. It is not changed in my handwriting. 

Q. What part of that card was not in your hand- 
writing ? 

A. It is the number. I made out all the rest of 
it, but the job number is not my writing. 

Q. 52952 

A. Yes, sir, I am not sure now how it was 
straightened up. 

Do you recognize the handwriting ? 
. I know the handwriting. 

. Whose is it, I mean 5295? 

. I do not recognize the number. 

. You do not recognize that number? 

m NOMSIr. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask to hare that card marked 
Fred Boyd No. 14. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I make the same objection. 
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(The card is marked ‘‘Fred Boyd No. 14.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a Fred Boyd card 
of September 11th, and ask you if that is a card 
made out by you in the manner you have indicated, 
whether it is in your own handwriting, and 
[558—469] whether at the time you made out the 
card you knew it to be correct, and so handed it in 
to the office. A. That is correct. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Fred Boyd No. 15. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—TI make the same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Fred Boyd No. 15.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the clock card of Sep- 
tember 11th be marked Fred Boyd No. 16. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘Fred Boyd No. 16.’’) 

Q. Now, I show you a card of September 14th, 
Fred Boyd, and ask you if that is a card made out 
by you in the manner vou have just indicated, 
whether it is in your own handwriting, and whether 
at the time you made out the card you knew it to be 
correct, and so handed it in to the office. 

Pw Rats correct. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask to have that card marked 
Fred Boyd No. 17. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I make the same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Fred Boyd No. 17.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a Fred Boyd card 
of September 15th, and ask you if that is a card 
made out by you in the manner you have just indi- 
cated, whether it is in your own handwriting, and 
whether at the time you made out the card you knew 


United Engineering Works. 639 


(Testimony of Fred Boyd.) 
it to be correct, and so handed it in to the office. 

A. That is correct. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask to have that card marked 
Fred Boyd No. 18. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I make the same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Fred Boyd No. 18.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a card of September 
12th, Fred Boyd, and ask you if that is a card made 
out by you in the [559—470] manner you have 
Just indicated, whether it is in your own handwriting, 
and whether at the time vou made out the card you 
knew it to be correct, and so handed it in to the 
office. A. That is correct. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask to have that card marked 
Fred Boyd No. 19. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I make the same objection. 

(The card is marked “‘Fred Boyd No. 19.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a card of Septem- 
ber 16th, Fred Boyd, and ask you if that is a card 

made out by you in the manner you have just indi- 
cated, whether it is in your own handwriting, and 
whether at the time you made out the card you knew 
it to be correct, and so handed it in to the office. 

A. That is correct. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask to have that card marked 
Fred Boyd No. 20. 

Mr. MceCLANAHAN.—I make the same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Fred Boyd No. 20.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the clock card of Sep- 
tember 25th be marked Fred Boyd No. 21. 

(The clock card is marked ‘‘Fred Boyd No. 21.’’) 
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Q. What, if anything, Mr. Boyd, can you say with 
respect to tools under special numbers as relates to 
their purpose, whether special or otherwise ? 

A. The special tools? 

Q. Yes. 

A. If a job comes along for reaming out coupling 
bolts to clean up a hole, they would use a reamer just 
large enough to clean up the hole. It would not 
always be a standard size, so we would have to make 
a special reamer just enough to clean the hole up to 
make it through. 

Q. That is the particular hole? 

A. To fit the coupling bolt; [566—471] they 
would make a new reamer to fit the coupling bolt. 

Q. With respect to other tools, are there other tools 
of a special nature like that? 

A. On cutter-heads to bore out a cylinder, you 
would have to fit up the cutter-head to bore the cylin- 
der to fit the tool. | 

Q. I notice here on a card of September 15th, Ex- 
hibit 18, you worked on eccentrics. 

A. On eccentrics? | 

OP es A. That was one evening, was it not? 

Q. Overtime. Look at it. 

A. Yes, I remember that. That was shop work. 

Q. That is, it was not a tool. You were working 
on eccentrics under that number? 

A. Yes, sir. That was no tool at all. I made the 
eccentrics for the ship. 

Q. In other words, the eccentric is part of the 
machinery ? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. So on September 7th, Exhibit No. 12, you 
worked on steam gauges? 

A. That is testing gauges. We havea gauge tester 
there that we attach the gauges to and test it accord- 
ing to a standard gauge we have on the wrack. That 
was for the ship. Those are the gauges that come 
off of the ship that I tested. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—That is not one of our 
numbers, Mr. Frank, 5358. 

Mr. FRANK.—Isn’t it? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—No. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I notice in some of these cards, 
Mr. Boyd, like, for instance, Exhibit 17, you would 
be working on shop tools for 9 hours and then on the 
special job overtime. How would that occur, and 
why would the one number be on overtime in prefer- 
ence to the other? [561—472] 

A. The reason of that is'‘that that was the time they 
needed it. They had not got ready for it, and they 
did not know what they needed for that certain job 
at that time of the day. 

Q. That is, if came in to you at that time to be 
done ? A. It came in at that time to be done. 

Q. And the work taken up in its order? 

A. That is the way, it is taken up in its order. 

Q. Where you have reamers charged twice under 
the same number as on the card of September Ist, 
Exhibit 9, what does that mean? Is it the fact of 
the overtime, or is it two sets of reamers that were 
made 4 

A. That is to show that I worked overtime on the 
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job. It shows just the time that I worked overtime 
Ole 

Cross-examination. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. In August and Septem- 
ber, 1909, what was your grade as a workman, Mr. 
Boyd? A. Machinist. 

Q. How many machinists at that time were there 
in the toolroom ? A. There were two. 

Q. Yourself and one other? 

A. A man that has charge of the toolroom. 

Q. What is his name % A. Robinson. 

Q. Were there any others in the toolroom besides 
the two machinists, yourself and Mr. Robinson? 

A. There were boys in the toolroom; I am not sure 
how many at that time. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Boys? 

A. Boys handing out tools. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. There were boys there 
at that time? A. Yes, sir. 

A. Do you remember their names? 

A. No, sir, I do not. There are times that a man 
might help out on a job a day or so, but there is only 
the two in there steady. [562—473] 

Q. When you have no special job numbers to work 
on—and by ‘‘special job numbers’’ I mean numbers 
representing work other than shop work—what 
would you do? How would you occupy your time? 

A. We always have tools to make up on the shop 
number, always keep repairing tools and keeping 
them in order, and that would be at the shop’s ex- 

pense. 
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Q. So that when you were not working on special 
job numbers, you would be working on tools for the 
shop? A. For the shop. 

Q. When you made tools for special numbers that 
required to be specially made, do you know what be- 
came of the tool after it was used? 

A. No, sir, I don’t know, unless the job wanted 
the tool and would take it away. 

Q. You don’t know that? 

A. That I don’t know. 

@. Where would the material come from out of 
which the tool was made% Would it be passed into 
the toolroom by some outside foreman in the machine- 
shop ? 

A. No, sir. We would get an order and go over to 
the storeroom and have the piece sawed off, whatever 
it was, and maybe bring it over myself from the 
storeroom. 

Q. Was the method of keeping track of the time of 
the job numbers, and the time worked on each job 
in the toolroom the same for all who were in the tool- 
room at that time—you all employed the same 
method ? A. We all did; yes. 

Q. That is, the machinists and helpers would put 
down on a slip of paper the number of the job, and 
the hours of the day when work was commenced on 
that job, and at night copy it on to the time-card and 
destroy the slip of paper? 

A. I don’t say they all made out a time-card. The 
other method is my method. I don’t know just the 
way they done. Some put it on their cards just as 
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they finished. [563—474] 

Q. Put ‘what on the card? 

A. The time they just finished. 

Q. You put that on a card, and keep it from a 
slip? 

A. I keep it on a slip and at night put it on the 
ecard. If I put it on the card I get my card too dirty, 
and that is the reason that I keep it on a separate 
slip before copying it. 

Q. Do. you mean to tell me that working with those 
fellows in the toolroom you don’t know how they 
kept their time? 

' A. I never watched them making out their card; 
no. 

Q. Lam not referring now to making out the card, 
I am referring to their method of keeping the time. 
Don’t you know how they kept their time? 

A. No, sir. I cannot say how they kept it. 

Q. You don’t know whether they used a slip of 
paper as you did? <A. I don’t think they did. 

Q. When you had finished your card at night and 
made the entry from the slip of paper on to the card 
I understand you passed it directly into the office? 

A. I dropped it into the box. 

Q. And from the box it went into the office? 

A. Into the office. 

Q. Isthat-the method employed by the others who 
worked in the toolroom at that time? 

A. That is the method there. 

Q. Your card was dropped in the office in the con- 
dition you find it to-day? A. It was. 
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Q. What about the present system? You are still 
in the toolroom? A. I am still in the toolroom. 

Q. What about the present system? How do you 
handle the time-card now? A. It is the same. 

Q. The same way? A. The same way now. 
[564475] 

Q. That is, there is no check‘on your time at all? » 

A. There is what? 

(. There is no check on your time? 

A. I make out my card in the same way. What do 
you mean by a check? 

Q. I mean there is no one who checks your time 
over. 

A. I cannot say what they do in the office. I would 
not say to that. 

Q. They could not check your time in the office; 
they don’t know how long you. work on a particular 
piece of work in the office ? 

A. No, sir. I make out my own card, put it down, 
and copy it at night. 

@. So there was no check on your time in August 
and September, 1909? A. No, sir. 

Q. Each man was trusted to do the right thing? 

a, Ves, sit’. | 

Q. I see on your card there is a place at the bottom 
reading ‘‘Time correct’’ with a dotted line; that is 
never used in your department in the toolroom ? 

A. Where is the dotted line? 

Q. There it is (pointing)—‘‘Time correct.” 

A. That is not used unless the foreman signs it. 
The foreman looks over the card after I turn it in, 
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the foreman of the shop. 

Q. After you turn it in where? 

A. Into the office. 

Q. How do you know? 

A. I know if there is any doubt about anything he 
comes and asks me if I am sure about the time I put 
on it. 

Q. Who comes and asks vou? 

A. The foreman of the shop or the timekeeper. 

Q. Which one? 

A. There have been times that the foreman has 
asked me if I am sure I was right about the time I 
put on the card. 

Q. That is, after you dropped it into the box? 

“4. After I dropped it in next day. [565—476] 

Q. So there have been occasions when the correct- 
ness of your time has been brought before you and 
discussed ? 

A. That is, when I worked on any of his Jobs. 
That would not be any of the tools, though. 

Q. That would be on the machine work? 

A. On the machine work. 

Q. On this machine work you say there have been 
times when the foreman questioned the time and 
questioned you about the correctness of your time? 

A. Yes, on jobs of his. 

Q. What would that amount to? Would he dis- 
pute the amount of time that you had put down? 

A. No, sir, he never has. I was always sure I was 
right. 

Q. Would he raise the question of whether you 
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were right or not? A. He would look it up. 

Q. How would he look it up? 

A. He would look on the numbers in the slip. 
Sometimes he wanted to be sure if I was charging it 
to the right job. 

Q. We are not talking about that. We are talk- 
ing about the time you put on the job. How would 
he know anything about the time you put on the job? 

A. He would not know. 

Q. Yet he would sometimes come and question the 
correctness of the time you put on the job? 

A. That would be the number mostly. 

Q. He would never come and correct you about the 
time? A. No, sir. 

Q. I misunderstood you when you first testified on 
that point. 

A. The timekeeper comes in on the job to see about 
the numbers. 

Q. But not about the time? 

A. But not about the time. 

Q. In other words, there is no question about your 
time being correct? A. No, sir. 

Q. It is taken in the office as being correct, and 
you were paid [566—477] on the time you turned 
in? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—He has not said he was paid on 
that. 

The WITNESS.—I turned it in as being correct. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. And you are paid on 
the time you turn in? 

A. Well, I suppose so. I got paid anyhow. I 
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don’t suppose there is any changes in it at all. That 
is the way I turned it in. 

Q. If they made a change in your time they would 
hear from you, would they not? 

A. They would be pretty apt to. 

Q. So that the time you turn in is the time that 
you receive pay for? A. That is it. 

Q. I show you the card of August 28th, being your 
Exhibit No. 4, and ask you what ‘‘Cannon’’ means on 
that card? 

A. That is a cannon for shooting out coupling 
bolts. 

Q. Is it used in connection with some air tool? 

A. It is used with powder the same as a large can- 
non. On that time I made the plunger for it. 

Q. Referring to a card of September Ist, your Ex- 
hibit No. 9, I ask you what the job number 242A 
means? Is that a shop number? 

A. That is a shop number, yes, a new tool. 

Q. That is, those tools made under that number are 
for the shop? A. For the shop. 

Q. And those tools are used by the shop in doing 
the work for other job numbers? 

A. Other jobs; that is, for any job they use it they 
keep it in stock, and it would be for various jJobs— 
standard tools. 

Q. Now, Mr. Boyd, you made some explanation of 
overtime.. My understanding of your testimony is 
that where overtime is charged to a certain job num- 
ber, and it has been preceded by straight time 
[567—478] charged to other job numbers, that the 
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reason for that is that the last job comes in at a late 
hour and has to be done in a hurry? A. That is it. 

Q. That is the reason? 

A. That is the idea, yes. 

Q. How do you know that? 

A. How do I know it? 

Q. Yes. 

A. The foreman that brings it in will say it has to 
be done that night, and I have to stay to finish it. 

Q. And that is all you know about it? 

A. That is all I know about it, unless I go down 
to the boat with it when I finish. There were times 
when I had to take the reamer right down, to the 
boat. and they were using it on the boat. 

Q. Can you offer any explanation as to why they 
did not know they were going to do a particular 
reamer and require its use so that you need not work 
overtime on it? 

A. Yes, sir. They would be taking the bolts out 
and when they would take the bolts I would go right 
ahead on the reamer. That was the reamer ques- 
tion. 

Q. You don’t know but what this delay in turning 
in orders to you to make special tools was caused by 
some other circumstance than that which you have 
stated ? 

A. No, sir, I don’t know anything about anything 
else. 

Q. That is what you suppose. You suppose that 
when it comes in late it comes in as soon as it can and 
isa hurry-up job? <A. Yes, hurry-up— 
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Mr. FRANK.—He did not say he supposes. He 
said he had gone down sometimes to the boat to fit the 
reamer. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Let the witness answer. 

Mr. FRANK.—I object to the question as im- 
proper. [568—479] 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—You can object, but do not 
testify yourself. 

Mr. FRANK.—I make my objections intelligible, 
so that you and the court may know what I am talk- 
ing about. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. Is it not quite possible. 
My. Boyd, that sometimes when you have worked 
straight time on say job numbers for the shop, and 
have consumed your entire straight time, and another 
order comes in for a particular job outside of the 
shop on which you have to work overtime, is it not 
quite possible that the delay in bringing that to you 
is caused by the failure or fault of some man outside 
of your department in not bringing it to you earlier? 

A. No, sir; it is not that way. 

Q. How do you know? 

A. Not on that job. 

Q. Not on what job? What job are you referring 
to? A. On any of them. 

Q. How do you know? 

A. It would be very rare, if it did happen. 

Q. Why would it be rare? 

A. I always hear ahead of time that there is apt to 
be a job as soon as I can get the size to make the tools 
for it; as soon as they get the job piece which I could 
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go ahead on with what I have to make for it. 

Q. In other words, you know ahead of time? 

A. Not always. There is times that I know ahead 
of time. 

Q. Why would it be rare that a man outside of 
your shop or your department would delay and be 
at fault in not handing you in a special tool for you 
io make before your straight time had all been 
worked on something else? 

Mr. FRANK.—I object to that class of examina- 
tion. If there is any fault of that sort, that is de- 
fensive matter that you must set up affirmatively. 
There is no such defense in this case, [569—480] 
and the proof of possibility of anything of that kind 
is incompetent proof in this case. The presumption 
is that the people are acting honestly and not dis- 
honestly. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. Answer the question. 

A. The reason I state is that the men there are 
competent or they would not be working there. 

Q. You assume that the man there does his duty ? 

ie, GES, Sir’. 

Q. And that is the basis of your testimony ? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You recognize that we are all liable to make 
mistakes? 

A. We are all liable to make mistakes. 

Q. And to err? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I hand you the card of September 14th, ene 
your Exhibit 14, and the card which you have testified. 
to as containing a job number not in your hand-, 
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writing. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you examine the card closely and see if 
you did not have a job number originally placed on 
that ecard which has been erased. 

A. There is a number on the card but I don’t know 
how it was straightened up. That card I don’t know, 

Q. Will you please answer my question. Is there 
not evidence there of an erasure of a number? 

Mr. FRANK.—That is what he said. 

A. There is a number erased. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. And the number ulti- 
mately put there, 5295, is not in your handwriting? 

A. It is not in my handwriting. 

Q. And you don’t know how it got there? 

A. I don’t know how it got there. 

Q. Can you tell anything about the tools shown to 
have been worked on on that card? 

A. No, sir, I could not on that day, no. [570— 
481] 

Q. When you work making stock tools, or repair- 
ing them, or sharpening them, don’t you enter the 
work simply as work on tools and nothing else? 

A. On tools. 

Q. So that the evidence of that card of September 
10th would indicate that it was stock tools, would it 
not? | 

A. Not exactly. I might be making certain tools 
that were taken on to the boat afterwards to be kept. 

Q. So that originally it might be that you were 
working on stock tools as shown by that card which 
afterwards were taken on the ship to be kept? 
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A. That I might say, I do not say for sure. 

Q. For that reason were given a job number subse- 
quently ? A. It might have been. 

Q. Is that the only explanation you can make of 
the entry of the character of work done on that day? 

A. That is all. 

Q. That is the only explanation? A. Yes, sir. 

@. You are quite sure that where you work on 
stock tools you simply enter tools on your card as the 
character of your work? 

A. And put the shop number. 

Q. And where you work on tools for-the ship, or a 
ship, under a particular job number, you put the 
character of the tools that you are making on the 
card? A. Yes, sir. 

‘Q. What does this 9 hours that I find on some of 
your cards mean? Does it mean that you worked for 
9 consecutive hours? 

A. It might not always mean that. I forget just 
exactly when we commenced to work 8 hours, so I 
would not say as to that. 

Q@. I hand you the card for your guidance and as- 
sistance in answering the question, No. 17, being the 
card of September 14th, which shows 9 hours straight 
time and 41% hours overtime. Now answer [571— 
482] that. Do you work 9 consecutive hours? 

A. We work 8 hours now. 

Q. I am speaking of the time in September, 1909. 

A. I am not sure just the date we commenced to 
work 8 hours. 

Q. Does not that card assist you in answering my 
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question ? Ex. CSe cir. 

Q. What is the answer: Did you work 9 consecu- 

tive hours as straight time? A. At that time? 
'Q. Yes. A. 9 hours was a day then. 

Q. My point is, did you work the full 9 hours as 
straight time, if 9 hours was the day’s work? 

A. That is the way I got paid any way. 

Q. 9 hours of continuous work ? 

A.°T got paid for 9 hours straight time. 

Q. I don’t refer to what you got paid for. I want 
to know what you worked. Did you work 9 hours? 

Mr. FRANK.—What do you call work? Do you 
mean active operations in handling tools, or his gen- 
eral work, whatever would come to his hands. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—HEither or both. Actual 
work, 

‘Q. I think the question is intelligible, Mr. Boyd. 

ees. 

q. Answer it. 

A. If I got 9 hours, I worked 9 hours. 

Q. You worked 9 consecutive hours if 9 hours con- 
stitute a day’s work? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember when the whistle blew in the 
morning in the shop in August and September, 1909? 

A. No, siz, I don’t. 

Q. Your pay is correctly shown by your time-cards 
here, your pay at that time? 

Mr. FRANK.—We object to that as immaterial. 
It has nothing to do with the issue in this cause how 
much the men were paid by the [572—483] iron 
works. ; 
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A. I signed the card to get my money. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. What on your time- 
card does 3898 opposite the printed word ‘‘Rate”’ 
mean? A. That is my rate of pay. 

Q. Your rate of pay; what is that? 38 9/1000 
cents? A. It must be. 

Mr. FRANK.—The whole examination is objected 
to on the same ground as that already stated. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. I hand you a ecard of 
September 15th, being exhibit No. 18, and call your 
attention to the word ‘*Snaps’’ opposite number 5389, 
and ask you what they are. 

A. They are for riveting. The boiler makers use 
them for riveting; they go in an air-machine. 

®. Is that not a stock tool? 

A. That must have been broken on the job and I 
replaced it. 

®. It is a stock tool, it is not? 

A. Itis not always. If it was a special tool made 
for the job it would not be a stock tool. 

Q. Don’t you know that it is not a tool that is not 
taken on to the ship? 

A. It must have been broken in the shop. 

Q. It could not be used for the ship? 

A. Not for the ship. 

Q. It is a tool made and used and left in the shop? 

A. If it was not broken. I don’t know but what 
that tool might have been broken in the job. 

Q. If it is broken it is left in the shop, it is not 
taken to the ship? A. Not very likely. 

Q. Don’t you know they would not take any of the 
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reamers made for special job numbers on to the ship 
—take it away, I mean? 

Mr. FRANK.—He has already testified he does 
not know what they do with them. [573—484] 

A. I don’t know whether they did or not. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. What would they do 
with them on the ship? 

Mr. FRANK.—Do not argue with the witness. I 
object to that as improper. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Put your objection in. 

Mr. FRANK.—That is what I am doing. Do not 
get nervous about it. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. Don’t you know they 
would not need or use a reamer on the ship? 

A. I don’t know that. 

Q. You don’t know that? 

A. No, sir. They would take it to clean out an- 
other hole some other time, 

Q. Do you know what particular ship your evi- 
dence has been taken for in this case? A. Jigdior 

Q. Do you remember the fact that the ‘‘Hilonian’’ 
was at the shops in August and September ? 

A. I do. 

Q. Do you remember any other boats that were 
there at that time? 

A. No, sir, I don’t. I don’t remember any other. 
I remember from my card that that boat was there. 
If I did not see my cards I would not know that that 
was the one. 

Q. How do you tell from an examination of your 
cards that the ‘‘Hilonian’’ was there? 
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A. From the numbers. 

Q. You knew the ‘‘Hilonian’’ numbers? 

A. I did at that time. 

Q. I understand that you tell now from an inspec- 
tion of your cards that the ‘‘Hilonian’’ was there? 

A. I remember the tools that I made for it. 

Q. When you find that you made, according to 
your cards, a reamer, does your memory take you 
back to the time that you made a reamer for the 
‘‘Hilonian’’ as shown by that card? [574485] 

A. I cannot remember any certain reamer. I 
know that I made reamers for it, though. 

Q. Do you remember that the tug ‘“‘Ranger’’ was 
at the shops at that time? 

A. Not the exact date, no; I would not swear to 
that. 

Q. Do you remember that she was there? 

A. I remember that she was there, yes. 

Q. About that time? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you remember that the ‘‘Buckman’’ was 
there about that time? 

A. Not unless I saw the cards on it. 

Q. You don’t remember that? 

A. I don’t remember the exact dates. 


Redirect Examination. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Mr. Boyd, you were asked 
about this overtime and how it occurred; in other 
words, whether or not the jobs were passed up to you 
as soon as the parties requiring them knew that they 
were required. Now what is a reamer used for? 

A. For making a hole larger. 
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Q. The holes that they were working on, was that 
new or old work? A. That was old work. 

Q. Before they ascertained whether they needed 
a larger reamer to enlarge or shape up the hole, what 
would they have to do? 

A. They would have to take out the coupling bolt 
first. 

Q. Until they had arrived at that part of the work, 
would they know anything about whether they re- 
quired a reamer or not? 

A. They were not always sure. It would always 
depend on whether the hole was round or not. 

Q. You-said there were times when you had to go 
down to the ship. 

A. [have been down to the ship and taken the size. 

Q. Taken the size of the ‘‘ Hilonian’’? 

A. Yes, sir. [575—486] 

@. On those occasions did you notice the condition 
of the work? 

A. I would caliper the hole to find the largest 
diameter of it. 

Q. Did you notice the condition of the work, 
whether there had been delay in sending for you or 
otherwise ? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—I object to that as sugges- 
tive and leading. 

A. That part I would not notice. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Now you were asked, Mr. Boyd, 
whether the cards as shown to you to-day were in the 
exact condition when they were handed in; the par- 
ticular to which that question was directed was not 
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given you nor was the card shown you. If you look 
at your cards you will notice some of them bear check 
marks like that and like that (pointing). 

A. Yes, sir. 

(). You see the check marks on it. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And all the way through in that way. Were 
those check marks on your cards when you passed 
them in? A. They Were not. 

Q. They were done by somebody subsequent to 
your passing them in? A. They were. 

Q. The method of checking up your cards both as 
to time and number in the office, you know nothing of. 

A. I know nothing about whatever. 

Q. But you do know, however, that the foreman 
would come to you at times to consult you concerning 
some of your cards as to the numbers? 

A. As to the numbers, yes. 

Q. And you also said he would not know about 
your time; you are simply assuming that. You don’t 
know. A. I don’t know. 

Q. You don’t know what means he had of checking 
up your time? 

A. No, sir. J knew nothing of the card after it 
went in. 

Q. Your toolroom is part of the machine-shop, is 
it not? [576—487] 

A. Part of the machine-shop. 

Q. And Mr. Adamson is the foreman ? 

A. Adamson is the foreman of the machine-shop. 

Q. Referring now to Exhibit No. 4 of August 28th, 
where your attention was called to a cannon which 
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you said was used for shooting out coupling bolts, do 
you know what cannon that was whether it was a 
ship’s cannon or a cannon belonging to the iron 
works? A. It belongs to the iron works. 

Q. It did belong to the iron works? 

A. Yes, sir. Imadea plunger for it. The plunger 
broke so I had to make another. 

Q. Had you ever seen the cannon before ? 

A. Yes, sir, I had. They have had it at the shop 
for a good many years. 

Q. What was the boring bar that is referred to in 
connection with the cannon; is that another machine ? 

A. That is for boring cylinders. 

Q. So that time, 9 hours on boring bar and cannon 
is not divided up; how much you put on the boring 
bar and on the cannon you are unable to testify; is 
that correct? A. That is right. 

Q. When this work for these special numbers came 
to you for reamers, for instance, would the order 
come in to you through the machine-shop ? 

A. Not always. 

Q. Is that the rule? 

A. Sometimes the superintendent would tell me to 
make the reamers. 

Q. The superintendent of the works? 

A. Of the works, yes. 

Q. You would not know whether he had passed the 
same order to the machine-shop or not at the same 
time? [577—488] A. No, sir, I would not. 

Q. If he did not tell you then would it come 
through the machine-shop ? 
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A. Not always. Sometimes it would be the man 
who had charge of the job. 

Q. He would have to come through the machine- 
shop to get to your place, would he not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you would not know if he had reported it 
to the foreman before he came in and was bringing 
it on his order or not? 

A. The reamer would be either from the foreman 
or superintendent. I always had the order from one 
of the two. 

Q. That is what I was trying to get at. 

A. I remember on this occasion it was from the 
superintendent to make the reamers. 

Q. Always? A. Not on all jobs, but on this job. 

Q. On this job did he give you the order for the 
reamers ? 

A. He gave me the order to take the size and get 
the steel to make reamers. [578—489] 

@. When you say superintendent, who do you 
mean, superintendent of the work or the superintend- 
ent of the iron works? A. Of the iron works. 

Q. Who is he? A. Mr. Williamson. 


Recross-examination. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—Q. Can you tell from an 
inspection of your ecards that have-been introduced 
here in evidence how many reameir's you made for the 
steamship ‘‘ Hilonian’’? A. No, I cannot. 

Q. Why not? 

A. Well, I always put down the time I worked on 
the reamers. 
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Q. You cannot tell how many you made? 

A. I cannot tell. JI never put on how many on the 
eard. 

Q. Have you any present recollection of how many 
you made? 

A. No. I know I made several but how many I 
do not know. 

Q. Were your reamers, all of them made for coup- 
ling bolt holes? 

A. I would not say for sure they were. All the 
large size were. I might have made a small one for 
some job as part of the bolt. 

Q. What holes do you caliper? 

A. The coupling bolts. 

Q. Nothing else? A. That is all. 

Q. So far as your present recollection goes now the 
reamers were made for coupling bolt holes? 

A. For couphng bolt holes. 

Q. You have been asked in regard to a pencil check 
mark on your card. You did not mean to convey the 
impression or idea from your testimony that all your 
eards had this check mark upon them ? 

A. Well, the check mark is after it leaves me. 

Q. But you were examined on that point and I got 
the impression [579—490] from the way the ques- 
tion was put to you that you were testifying that all 
your cards were checked. 

Mr. FRAN K.—The cards speak for themselves. 

A. That I do not know. It is after it leaves me. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. Please look at your 

ecards and state whether or not some of them are 
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without check marks. 

Mr. FRANK.—The Court can see that just as well 
as he can. 

A. Of course, I cannot testify to that at all. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. Well, you can testify 
that some of them are without check marks, can you 
not? 

A. That has a check mark (pointing). 

Q. Has that one a check mark on it (pointing) ? 

A. That has no check mark on it. 

Q. The card of August 26th has not a check mark 
on it? 

Mr. FRANK.—We will admit that some of them 
have no check mark. What is the use of encumber- 
ing the record with any such matter as that? 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Very well, I will take your 
admission. 

Mr. FRANK.—But you do not need the admission 
because it is on the face of the card. That is, the 
card speaks for itself. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—TI have your admission. 

Mr. FRANK.—Yes. But I say you do not need 
it because it is self-evident that some of them do not 
bear any check mark. 


[Testimony of S. Carter, for Libelant. ] 
S. CARTER, called for the libelant, sworn. 
Mr. FRANK.—Q. Mr. Carter, you are employed 
over at the United Engineering Works? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And have been there for some time? 
A. A little over a year this time. [580—491] 
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Q. What is that? 

A. I say a little over a year this second time. 

Q. This second time, yes, but how long the first 
time ? 

A. I forget just exactly how long I was there the 
first time. 

Q. But you were there in August and September, 
1909, were you not? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In what capacity ? 

A. In the punch-shop, shearing. 

@. At the time you were working in the punch- 
shop, how did you keep track of your time that you 
put in upon the several jobs that you worked on ? 

A. I always put it down when I get through with 
the job. I have a place on the side of the machine 
where I mark down what I do. 

@. What did you mark on the machine? 

A. The number of the job and the hours I worked 
on it. 

Q. That is to say, you put the number of the job 
down and you put down the time you were working 
on each job? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How do you keep track of the time, how do you 
note the time? 

A. Generally I have something or other to go by. 
There is a clock there and we can go by that. 

Q. And when you take up the job do you note the 
time ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And when you finish it do you note it? 

A. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—I object to this leading of 
the witness. 

Mr. FRANK.—I suppose the questions are lead- 
ing, but from the nature of the examination I think 
it is perfectly permissible. It is certainly desirable 
that we do not spend all day examining a man upon 
immaterial questions, such as has been done so fre- 
quently. 

Q. Now, tell us again what you do, where do you 
write these details down? 

A. On the side of the machine. [I have a place 
[581—492] on the side of the machine where I mark 
all the numbers and things down. 

Q. You say the numbers and things; what do you 
mean by ‘‘things’’? <A. Well, I mean the numbers. 

Q. How about the time, do you make any notation 
of that? A. Yes, I put that all down. 

. You put that down also? A. Yes, sir. 

. And in the evening ? 

. We make out one of these cards every evening. 
. You make out a card? A. Yes, sir. 

. What do you make out the card from? 

. From the numbers on the machine that I have 
down. 

Q. Do you keep your own time or does somebody 
keep it for you? A. Ido; I keep my own time. 

Q. And when you are finished with these cards 
what do you do with them? 

A. We put them in the box in the evening in the 
office. 

Q. I now show you a card marked S. Carter, under 
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date of August 28, and ask you if that is your card, 
whether it is in your own handwriting, made out by 
you at the date it indicates, and in the manner that 
you have just testified: to in regard to keeping your 
time and making out your cards? 

A. Yes, that is my writing there. 

Q. How about the manner in which it is made out, 
whether it is made out in the way you have already 
testified. 

A. Yes,sir. Thatis the way I make them out, just 
like that is. | 

Q. I forgot to ask you, Mr. Carter, where do you 
get the numbers from ? 

A. They are always put on the plate, the job num- 
ber is on the plate. [582—493] 

Q. In what way are they put on, how are they put 
on? 

A. Whatever the number of the job is, is put down 
on the plate. That is the number we get. 

Q. It is painted on the plate, is it? 

A. Painted on the plate, yes, sir. 

Q. Your shop is the boiler-shop, is it not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. Do you know whether there is a list of these 
numbers comes from the office in to the boiler-shop? 

A. I don’t know that. 

Q. You don’t know that? A. No, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—I ask that this card be marked 
‘Carter Exhibit No. 1.”’ 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We object to it as imma- 
terial, irrelevant, incompetent, hearsay, self-serving 
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and not binding on the respondent. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Carter Exhibit No. 1.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this clock card, under date 
of August 28, and ask to have it marked ‘‘Carter Ex- 
hibit No. 2.” 

(The card is marked ‘‘Carter Exhibit No. 2.’’) 

Q. I now show you a card marked ‘“‘S. Carter,”’ 
under date of September 2, and ask you if that is 
your card, whether it is in your own handwriting, 
made out by you at the date it indicates, and in the 
manner that you have just testified to in regard to 
keeping your time and making out your cards? 

A. Yes, sir, that is the same. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer it in evidence and ask to 
have it marked Carter Exhibit No. 3. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Carter Exhibit No. 3.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you a card marked 
““S. Carter,’’ [583—494] under date of Septem- 
ber 4, and ask you if that is your card, whether it is 
in your own handwriting, made out by you at the 
date it indicates and in the manner that you have 
just testified to in regard to keeping your time and 
making out your cards? A. That is the same. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer it in evidence and ask to 
have it marked ‘‘Carter Exhibit No. 4.” 

Mr. MecCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Carter Exhibit No. 4.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—@Q. I now show you a card marked 
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S. Carter, under date of September 7, and ask you if 
that is your card, whether it is in your own handwrit- 
ing made out by you at the date it indicates, and in 
the manner that you have just testified to in regard 
to keeping your time and making out your cards? 

A. That is the same. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Carter Exhibit No. 5. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Carter Exhibit No. 
Oe) 

Q. I now show you a card marked 8S. Carter, under 
date of September 8, and ask you if that is your ecard, 
whether it is in your own handwriting, made out by 
you at the date it indicates, and in the manner that 
you have just testified to in regard to keeping your 
time and making out your cards? 

A. That is the same. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Carter Exhibit No. 6. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Carter Exhibit No. 6.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you a card marked 
S. Carter, under date of September 10, and ask you 
if that is your card, [584—495] whether it is in 
your handwriting, made out by you at the date it in- 
dicates, and in the manner that you have just testified 
to in regard to keeping your time and making out 
your cards. A. That is the same. 
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Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Carter Exhibit No. 7. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Carter Exhibit No. 
> 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you a card marked 
S. Carter, under date of September 11, and ask you 
if that is your card, whether it is in your handwrit- 
ing, made out by you at the date it indicates, and in 
the manner that you have just testified to in regard to 
keeping your time and making out your ecards. 

A. That is the same. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Carter Exhibit No. 8. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Carter Exhibit No. 
6.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—I now offer this clock card, of date 
September 11, and ask to have it marked Carter Ex- 
mioic No. 9. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Carter Exhibit No. 9.’’) 

Q. I now show you a card marked S. Carter, under 
date of September 12, and ask you if that is your 
eard, whether it is in your own handwriting, made 
out at the date it indicates, and in the manner that 
you have just testified in regard to keeping your 
time and making out your cards. 

A. That is the same. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this in evidence and ask to 
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have it marked Carter Exhibit No. 10. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The_card is marked ‘‘Carter Exhibit No. 10.’’) 
[ 585—496 | 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you a card marked 
S. Carter, under date of September 13, and ask you 
if that is your card, whether it is in your own. hand- 
writing, made out at the date it indicates and in the 
manner you have just testified to in regard to keep- 
ing your time and making out your cards. 

A. That is the same. 

Mr. FRANK.—We offer this in evidence and ask 
to have it marked Carter Exhibit No. 11. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Carter Exhibit No. 
eS) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you a card marked 
S. Carter, under date of September 14, and ask you 
if that is your card, whether it is in your own hand- 
writing, made out at the date it indicates and in the 
manner that you have just testified to in regard to 
keeping your time and making out your cards. 

A. That is the same. 

Q. I notice on this card there has been a change 
from 5360 to 5889; who was that done by ? 

A. I could not tell you. We use a lead pencil. 

Q. Does the timekeeper ever come down to you to 
find out if your number is right? 

A. Yes, sir, if the number is not right he comes to 
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us to find out, or if he thinks there is any mistake 
he comes to us to find out. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked ‘‘Carter Exhibit No, 12.”’ 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Carter Exhibit No. 12.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you a card marked 
S. Carter, under date of September 15, and ask you 
if that is your card, [586—497] whether it is in 
your own handwriting, made out by you at the date it 
indicates and in the manner that you have just testi- 
fied to in regard to keeping your time and making out 
your cards? A. That is the same. 

Q. On that card I also see a change from the figures 
9829, [think to 5378-1. Is that change in your hand- 
writing or was that made by someone else? 

A. This one here you mean? 

®. Yes, that one 5878-1? 

A. Yes, I think I made a mistake there and put 
down the wrong one. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Carter Exhibit No. 13. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Carter Exhibit No. 
13.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you a card marked 
S. Carter, under date of September 16, and ask you 
if that is your card, whether it is in your handwrit- 
ing, made out by you at the date it indicates and 
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in the manner that you have just testified to in regard 
to keeping your time and making out your cards. 

A. That is correct. ‘ 

Q. I notice a change on that in red ink? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know what that is? 

A. No, sir, I do not. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Carter Exhibit No. 14. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Carter Exhibit No. 
14.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you a card marked 
S. Carter, under date of September 17, and ask you 
if that is your card, whether it is in your handwrit- 
ing, made out by you at the date it [587498] in- 
dicates and in the manner that you have just testified 
to in regard to keeping your time and making out 
your cards? A. That is all right. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Carter Exhibit No. 16. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 


tion to it. 
(The card is here marked ‘‘Carter Exhibit No. 


153) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you a card marked 
S. Carter, under date of September 18, and ask you 
if that is your card, whether it is in your handwrit- 
ing, made out by you at the date it indicates and in 
the manner that you have just testified to in regard 
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to keeping your time aud making out your cards? 

A. That is the same. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Carter Exhibit No. 16. 

Mr. MceCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is here marked ‘‘Carter Exhibit No. 
F6.’”) 

(A recess was here taken until 2 P. M.) [588 
—499 | 


AFTERNOON SESSION, 

S. CARTER, direct examination resumed: 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now show you a card marked 
S. Carter, under date of September 20, and ask you 
if that is your card, whether it is in your own hand- 
writing, made out by you at the date it indicates and 
in the manner that you have just testified to with 
regard to keeping your time and making out your 
eards. A. That is correct. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask that it be marked Carter Exhibit No. 17. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Carter Exhibit No. 17.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—@Q. I now show you a card marked 
S. Carter, under date of September 21, and ask you 
if that is your card, whether it is in your own hand- 
writing, made out by you at the date it indicates and 
in the manner that you have just testified to with re- 
gard to keeping your time and making out your 
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cards. A. That is right. 

Mr. FRANK.—I now offer this card in evidence 
and ask that it be marked Carter Exhibit No. 18. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Carter Exhibit No. 18.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I now hand you a card marked 
S. Carter, under date of September 23, and ask you 
if that is your card, whether it is in your own hand- 
writing, made out by you at the date it indicates and 
in the manner that you have just testified to with 
regard to keeping your time and making out your 
cards. A. That is correct. [589—500] 

Mr. FRANK.—I now offer this card in evidence 
and ask to have it marked Carter Exhibit No. 19. 

My. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Carter Exhibit No. 19.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—I now offer in evidence a clock 
card, under date of September 25, and I ask to have 
it marked Carter Exhibit No. 20. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Carter Exhibit No. 20.’’) 


Cross-examination. - . 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. This work was done 
two years ago. Ido not suppose you have any recol- 
lection of the details of the matter? 

A. I don’t remember much about it since that 
length of time. 

Q. You just see those cards and you recognize your 
handwriting? A. Yes, sir, 

Q. Do you remember now what you did with the 
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cards after they were made out? 

A. In the evening? 

Q. Yes. 

A. I took them to the office a put ea ina — 

Q. You put them in a box? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. A box kept there for the purpose of receiving 
these cards? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Nobody checked them over before you put them 
in the box? A. No, sir. 

Q. How many men were there with you working 
on the punches at that time? 

A. One man worked with me. 

@. What was his name? 

A. His name was Montgomery, Pete Montgomery ; 
I think he was here yesterday. 

Q. What is he classed as, as a boiler-maker? 

A. Just a laborer, I guess. [590—501] 

Q. Just a common laborer? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What are you classed—what is your grade— 
common laborer ? 
. No, I run a machine, I am a machine hand. 
. But you are not a machinist? 
. No, I am not. 
. Are you a boiler-maker ? A. No, sir. 
. You are not a machinist’s apprentice? 
. No; I am running a punch, the shears over 
there. I don’t know whether you would call that a 
boiler-maker or a machinist, I don’t know which. 

Q. Don’t you know what class you are in as a 
mechanic? 

A. I don’t think I am classed as a mechanic. 
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Q. You kept your cards in August and September, 
1909, just as all the other men did, did you? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Nobody checked up any of the cards before they 
went to the office? A. No, sir. 

"Mr. FRANK.—Just what do you mean by that, 
Mr. McClanahan ? 

“Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Wait a moment, Mr. 
Frank. This man is under cross-examination. 

Mr. FRANK.—Yes, but I have a perfect right to 
understand what you are talking about. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Well, if you don’t know. 
what he is talking about I feel sorry for you. He 
said, “‘No, sir,’’ to my question. 

Mr. FRANK.—Oh, if it is a case of hide and go to 
seek, I will have to go and seek; that is all. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. When you put the job 
number on the plate, did you put anything else on it? 

A. On the plate? 

Q. Yes. 

A. I did not put the job number on the plate. 

Q. You put it on the machine, is that it? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. I meant the plate of the machine. You found 
the job number [591—502] on the pieces of plate? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you transferred it from the plate to the 
machine, in chalk? A. Yes, sir. 

~ Q. When you did that, did you put anything else 
on the machine besides the number? 
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A. I put other numbers down if I had them on the 
machine. 

Q. Nothing else besides the numbers? 

A. That is all, and the hours. 

Q. What hours did you put on? 

A. The day’s work. 

Q. I am speaking of the first instance, when you 
first put the job number on the machine did you put 
anything else down at that time? A. No. 

Q. When was it that you next put anything in 
chalk on the machine? 

A. As soon as I got the job done I was working on. 

Q. What did you put down then? 

A. I put so many hours down. 

Q. So many hours opposite the number? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How did you know the number of hours to put 
down ? | 

A. I generally have a clock there, and I look and 
see, and then I know what time it is. 

Q. Do you say you generally do that, or do you 
always do that? 

A. Always do that unless I am working on a job 
that has but one number throughout the day, and 
then I don’t do it. 

Q. Would Montgomery also put the number on 
the machine? 

A. No, sir, I did that and he copied it. 

@. And he would copy the hours worked? 

A. He would copy it down the same as I put mine 
down on the card. 
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Q. But he would make it from the machine? 

A. He would take the number I put on the ma- 
chine. [592—503] 

Q. And you put that on the machine yourself? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. So that Montgomery did nothing but copy the 
work that you would put on the machine? 

A. That is all. 

Q. Copy it on to his card? A. Yes, 

Q. Was Montgomery under you? 

A. Well, he was helping me; whether he was under 
me, or not, he was helping me; he was a helper. 

Q. Did you ever have any controversy with the 
office as to the hours that you had worked on any 
particular piece of work? A. No, sir. 

Q. Never any question about that? A. No, sir. 

Q. The office had no means of checking your time 
worked on any particular number, had it? 

A. All the checking they could do was on the ecard. 
I put my time down on the ecard, and I was always 
very particular about that time, about getting it 
down right. ‘That is all the checking they could do, 
all that I know of. 

@. You don’t know any of these numbers, do you, 
what ships they refer to? 

A. No, I could not remember them now. 

Q. Did anyone in the punch shop supervise your 
work, look over it? 

A. Mr. Taylor looks over our work. He is the 
boss. 

@. How does he look it over? 
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A. He comes around and sees that we are doing it 
and tells us what to do; that is about all. 

Q. You get your instructions as to what to do from 
Mr. Taylor? A. Yes, sit. 

@. And he comes around occasionally and sees that 
you are doing that work ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That is the only supervision there is that you 
know of? [593—504] 

A. That is all; that is all I know of. 


Redirect Examination. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Mr. Carter, when you say that 
you did your cards the same as everybody else, did 
you mean to say that you were keeping track of other 
people outside of your helper? 

A. No, sir, I don’t keep track of nobody only but 
myself. 

Q. You and your helper? 

A. Yes, sir, me and my helper. 

Q. It was none of your concern how anybody else 
made out their cards? 

A. No, sir, it was none of my concern what other 
people did. 

Q. So far as the checking up of your cards is 
concerned, you don’t know anything about that either, 
do you, whether anybody checked it up, or not, or 
how they checked it up? 

A. No, sir. I only kept the cards the way I kept 
them there in the shop. 

Q. I believe you testified on your direct examina- 
tion respecting the changes made in red ink, that the 
timekeeper would come out and see you about them? 
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A. Yes, sir; if he thought there was anything 
wrong with the card he always came to us and asked 
us about it. 


[Testimony of Frank Paoli, for Libelant. ] 
FRANK PAOLT, called for the libelant, sworn. 
Mr. FRANK.—Q. Are you with the United Engi- 

neering Works? A. Yes, sir. 

@. You were with them in September, 1909? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In what place were you working in what shop? 

A. The boiler-shop. 

@. I show you a card with the name Frank Paoli 
onit, under [594—505] date of September 2d and 
ask you if that is in your handwriting? 

A. That is in my writing. 

Q. Entered up by you at the time? ‘A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where did you get the job numbers from? 

A. There is a job number on every job. ‘The boss 
gives that to us, Mr. Taylor. 

@. There is a job number here, 5818; when you 
get a Job number like that what do you do with ref- 
erence to keeping track of it and the time you work 
on that job? 

A. We always have the card with us and when we 
leave that job we put it down. 

@. When you say ‘‘we,’’? you mean that you do? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. And how about the time when you begin and 
when you end the job? 

A. We know when we begin and we know when 
we end and put it down. 
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Q. Where do you put it down? 

A. On the time-card. We just keep track of it in 
a book and we have the card with us. 

@. In a book? 

A. In a little book, yes, and they charge up the 
plates the same way. 

@. Did you keep a book? 

A. Yes, sir, I kept a little book. 

Q. What did you do with the book? 

A. We keep that in case we go on a job and we 
have some plates charged up, if we have some plates 
charged up to us, so we won’t forget it. 

@. What has become of the book? 

A. It was just a little book that we get with our 
overalls. 

Q. Did you keep it or did you throw it away? 
[ 595—506] 

A. Oh, I threw it away long ago. 

Q. That is what you kept your record in? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. And then you entered it on the card? 

A. Then entered it on the card. 

Q. Well, was that card kept that way by you? 
(Handing.) A. That is my writing. 

Q. Well, was the card kept that way by you? 

A. It was kept that way by me all the time. 

Q. And when evening came what did yqu do with 
the card? 

A. We wrote it out about 5 minutes before the 
whistle. 

Q. And then what did you do with it? 
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A. Then we turned it in. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer that card in evidence and 
ask that it be marked Paoli Exhibit No. 1. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We object to it as imma- 
terial, irrelevant and incompetent, as self-serving, 
as hearsay, and as not binding on the respondent. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Paoli Exhibit No. 1.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—TI also offer a clock card of Septem- 
ber 11 and ask that it be marked Paoli Exhibit No. 2. 
(The card is marked ‘‘Paoli Exhibit No. 2.’’) 

Q. Who was F. Boseassi? 

A. He was helping me at the time. 

Q. I show you a card of September 2d and ask you 
whether you recognize that? 

A. I recognize that, but that is not my writing. 
He writes his own cards. But he is with me every 
time I write mine out. 

Q. Who does he get his time from and the job num- 
bers ? A. He gets his job numbers from me. 

Q. And his time? 

A. And his time from me too. We correct [596 
—507] them in the night-time. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer that card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Paoli Exhibit No. 3. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We object to it as immate- 
rial, irrelevant and incompetent, hearsay, self-serv- 
ing, and not binding on the respondent. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Paoli Exhibit No. 3.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. When you say ‘‘we correct 
them’’ do you mean you do it together? 

A. ‘We do it together. He is with me. 
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@. That is you supervise his work? 

A. Yes, I watch out to see that it is right. 

Mr. FRANK.—I offer in evidence that Boscassi 
clock card of September 11, and ask to have it 
marked Paoli Exhibit No. 4. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Paoli Exhibit No. 4.’’) 


Cross-examination. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. What is your Povan as 
a mechanic? A. Ship-fitter. 

Q. How old are you? A. I am going on 19. 

@. You are 19 now? 

A. I will be in November of this year. 

Q. What were you in August and September, 1909? 

A. I was fitting out in August and September, 
1909. 

Q. What do you mean ? A. Laying out. 

_ Q. What do you mean by that? 

A. Working by myself. 

Mr. FRANK.—Ship-fitter he means. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. In August and Sepia. 
ber, 1909, you were working for the United Engineer- 
ing Works? A Yes, sir. 

Q. What were you working at? 

A. Working at the ship-fitter’s trade. 

Q. Were you an apprentice then? 

A. I was an apprentice, but working by myself. 
[597—508 ] 

Q. But you were an apprentice? 

A. I was an apprentice, 

Q. What do you mean by working by yourself ? 

A. When I started I was helping a fellow and then 
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I was working by myself. 

.Q. You were not working by yourself or for your- 
self when. you worked for the United Engineering 
‘Works, were you? ie Ves sir. 

Q. Are you working for the United Engineering 
‘Works now? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long have you been working for them? 

A. Four years and two months. 

Q. I understand that Boscasi’s time was put down 
by you in a little book? 

A. He is with me; we wrote them both together. 

@. Please answer my question; was his time put 
down by you in a little book? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And your own time was put down in a little 
book ? ee VCS sir. 

Q. Are you sure of that? <A. Iam sure of that. 

Q. Can you remember it now? 

A. TL remember it all the time. We always do that 
yet. I fill out the cards myself. 

Q. Show me your book now? 

A. I have no book in this pocket. 


Redirect Examination. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. When you say vou are work- 
ing by yourself, I understand you to mean that you 
are not a helper? A. No, I am not a helper now. 

Q.. You are a ship-fitter ; that is a distinction, is it? 

A. Yes, sir, that is what I mean. [598—509] 

[Testimony of Joseph Bush, for Libelant. ] 

JOSEPH BUSH ealled for the libelant, sworn. 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. You are working with the 
United Engineering Works? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. You were working with them in September, 
1909? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What as? A. As a ship-fitter’s helper. 

Q. Whose helper were you? A. Gus Sjoberg: 

Q. I show you a card with your name on it, under 
date of September 4, and ask you if that was made 
out by you. A. Yes, that was made out by me. 

Q. At that time? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where did you get your job numbers from? 

A. I got them from Gus Sjoberg. 

Q. And the time, where did you get that from? 

A. I got it from Gus Sjoberg as I worked on the 
job and finished it, as long as I was on the job. 

Q. That is, you worked with him and he kept the 
time ? A. Yes, sir, he kept the time. 

Q. I notice on this card there are some changes in 
the time; are those in your own handwriting ? 

A. Those are in my own handwriting. 

Q. You made the changes yourself? 

A. I made the changes myself. 

Q. How old are you? 

A. I am going on 18, next month. 

Mr, FRANK.—I offer this card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Bush Exhibit No. 1. 


Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We object to it as immate- 
rial, irrelevant and incompetent, hearsay, self-serv- 
ing and not binding upon the respondent. [599— 
510] 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Bush Exhibit No. 1.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—And I offer this clock card, under 
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date of September 11, and ask to have it marked Bush 
Exhibit No. 2. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Bush Exhibit No. 2.’’) 

Q. Now, I show you a card with your name on it, 
under date of September 17, and ask you if that is 
your card, and if it was written out by you at the 
time. A. Yes, sir, it was. 

Q. The numbers and everything gotten in the same 
way? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I-notice there is a number here changed. 

A. That is not my change. 

Q. That is not your change ? A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you know who did it? 

A. I believe the timekeeper. There was a wrong 
number on it. 

Q. Do you know whether it is the timekeeper’s? 
I don’t care what you believe; if you don’t know 
that is an end of it, we will find out who did it. 

A. That is not my change. 

Q. Not your change? A. No, sir. 

Q. The change is from 5325 to 5818? <A. Yes. 

Mr. FRANK.—We offer the card in evidence and 
ask to have it marked Bush Exhibit No. 3. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion to it. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Bush Exhibit No. 3.’’) 
~ Mr. FRANK.—And we offer the clock card, under 
date of September 25, and ask to have it marked Bush 
Exhibit No. 4. 

(The card is marked ‘Bush Exhibit No. 4.’’) 
[600—511] . 
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Cross-examination. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. Do you remember this 
work you did at that time, as shown by these cards? 

A. I remember I worked there, but I cannot re- 
member what I did. JI was working there before that 
time. I had been working three years and six 
months. 

Q. You had been working there then ? 

A. Yes, for three years and six months. 

Q. You mean now? 

A. At the time I went there. 

Q. How long had you been working there when 
this work was done in September ? 

A. I cannot tell you, it has been such a long time. 
I believe I started to work there in 1906, and it was 
going on four years. I probably served my time. 

Q. When you made out your eards, Joe, what did 
you ask Sjoberg for in reference to? 

A. I asked him for the job numbers and the hours 
put on the job. 

Q. You didn’t know how many hours you worked 
on the job? A. Yes, I did. 

@. Then what did you ask him for? 

A. To make sure of it because he had the watch and 
I didn’t. 

Q. Then how did you know the hours? 

A. I looked at the watch in the punch-shop. 

Q. Referring to your exhibit 1, do you know why 
you changed the hours as shown on that card? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Why did you change it? 
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A. Because I had too many hours on that, and I 
looked it over and counted them up. I made a mis- 
take there. Where it has four there, I had it three 
—no, where I had the 3, it was 4, and where the 3 
is down below I made it 2, making it nine hours. I 
was figuring out the wrong time. [601—512] 

Q. You remember that distinctly, do you? 

A. Yes, sir. 

(An adjournment was here taken until Friday, 
September 1, 1911, at 2 P.M.) [602—513] 


Monday, September 5th, 1911. 


[Testimony of Stephen Cronin, for Libelant. ] 

STEPHEN CRONIN, called for the libelant, 
sworn, 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. Cronin, you were working at 
the United Engineering Works in September, 1909? 
. Yes, sir. 

. In what capacity—what were you? 

. I was storeroom clerk. 

. Storeroom clerk ? A. Yes, sir. 

. Did you keep a record of your time? 

. Yes, sir. During the day I kept a record and 
then at night I crossed it out. 

@. When you worked at night, did you not keep 
a record at night? A. Yes, sir, I kept a record. 

Q. How did you keep your record? 

A. I kept a record on a piece of card behind a ma- 
chine in the storeroom. | 

Q. Where did you get your numbers from, your 
job numbers? 
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. From the storekeeper, from the list of numbers. 
. From the list of numbers? A. Yes, sir. 
. That is, the list that came in from the office? 
. Yes, sir. 
. How did you keep your time? 
. From the watch. 
. I show you a card of September 3d, 1909, and 
ask vou if that is one of your cards kept by you at 
that time? AMY es, Sir 

Q. Is that in your handwriting ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I notice on that card ‘‘job number 5295, 7 hours 
storeroom’’ and above it is ‘‘night.’’ Does that mean 
that that was night-time for that 7 hours? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. At the time that you made the entries on that 
ecard were the entries correct? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is the red ink ‘‘414 hours’’—whose is that? 

A. That is the timekeeper’s. [603—514] 

Q. Is that a change that he made? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. When he made a change like that did he ever 
consult you about it? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How? A. He came over and told me. 

Q. What did he tell you? Did he ask you about 
it? 

A. He would ask me about it and tell me the mis- 
take, and change them. 

Mr. FRANK.—We offer this card in evidence and 
ask that it be marked Cronin No. 1. 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—We object to the offer on 
the ground that it is incompetent, irrelevant, immate- 
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rial, hearsay, self-serving and not binding on the re- 
spondent. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Cronin No. 1.’’) 

Mr, FRANK.—Q. I show you a card dated Sep- 
tember 4th, and ask you if that is a card on which 
you made the record in the same way that you have 
testified to. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I notice on 5295 is ‘*4 hours’”’ changed to “314”; 
who did that? Whose handwriting is that? 

A. The timekeeper’s handwriting. 

Q. And 5322 is changed to 5320? 

A. That is also the timekeeper’s. 

Q. Was that done in the same way that you have 
testified to? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. After the corrections were made you knew the 
card to be correct at that time? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. There is a change to September 4th. Whose 
handwriting is that, the date? 

A. That is my handwriting. 

Q. Your handwriting? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. The card was wrongly stamped? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—We offer that card in evidence and 
ask to have it [604—515] marked Cronin No. 2. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—We make the same objec- 
tion. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Cronin No. 2.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I will show you a card of Sep- 
tember 5th, and ask you whether or not that is a 
card made out by you at that time in the manner 
you have already testified to, that you made out your 
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eard, and whether you knew it to be correct at the 
time you handed it in. Aq Wes, siz 

Q. That is your handwriting? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was it correct at the time it was made? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that that card be marked 
Cronin No. 3. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Cronin No. 3.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a card of Septem- 
ber 6th, and ask you if that is a card in which the 
record was made in the manner in which you have 
specified. Avaicow sir, 

Q. I see the date there is changed. Whose hand- 
writing is that in? A. It is mine. 

Q. Do you know whether September 6th was a 
holiday ? A. I don’t remember. 

Q. Was the card correct at the time that you made 
it? A. Yes, sire 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
‘*Cronin No, 4.”’ 

Mr. MeCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Cronin No. 4.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a card of Septem- 
ber 7th, and ask you whether or not that is a card 
made out by you at that time in the mamner you 
have testified to that you made out your cards, and 
whether vou knew it to be correct at the time that 
you [605—516] handed itin. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. It was made out in the same way? 

® Yes sir. 
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Mr. FRANK.—We ask that that card be marked 
Cronin No. 5. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Cronin No. 5.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a card of Septem- 
ber 9th and ask you whether or not that is a card 
made out by you at that time in the manner you have 
testified to that you made out your card, and whether 
you knew it to be correct at the time that you handed 
NE wale A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is it all in your own handwriting 9? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I notice that there is a change in 5351 from ‘‘7 
hours”’ to ‘‘4 hours.’’ In whose handwriting is that 
change? A. It is mine. 

Q. In your own handwriting? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And on No. 5295 there is some change about the 
‘¢2”’; whose handwriting is that? 

A. Thatismine. — 

Q. Was this card correct at the time you handed 
it in? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you knew it to be correct at that time? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask to have the card marked 
Cronin No. 6. 

Mr. MceCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Cronin No. 6.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a card of Septem- 
ber 10th and ask you whether or not that is a card 
made out by you at that time in the manner you have 
testified to that you made out your cards and whether 


United Engineering Works. 693 


(Testimony of Stephen Cronin.) 
you knew it to be correct at the time that you handed 
it in? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is it all in your own handwriting? 

A. Yes,sir. [606—517] 

Mr. FRANK.—Weask to have the card be marked 
Cronin No. 7. 

Mr. MecCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Cronin No. 7.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a ecard of Septem- 
ber 11th, and ask you whether or not that is a card 
made out by you at that time in the manner you have 
testified to that you made out your cards and whether 
you knew it to be correct at the time that you handed 
ou A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is it all in your own handwriting? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask to have the card marked 
Cronin No. 8. 

Mr. MceCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Cronin No. 8.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a ecard of Septem- 
ber 12th, and ask you whether or not that is a card 
made out by you at that time in the manner you have 
testified to that you made out your cards and whether 
you knew it to be correct at the time that you handed 
rein. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. There is a change there of the date to Septem- 
ber 12th. In whose handwriting is that? 

A. Mine. 

Q. Your own? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. There is some change in the job number; in 
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whose handwriting isthat? A. That is mine. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask to have the card marked 
Cronin No. 9. | 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Cronin No. 9.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a card of Septem- 
ber 18th, and ask you whether or not that is a card 
made out by you at that time in the manner you have 
testified to that you made out your cards [607—518] 
and whether you knew it to be correct at the time 
that you handed it in. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In your own handwriting? A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask to have the card marked 
Cronin No. 10. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Cronin No. 10.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a card of Septem- 
ber 15th, and ask you whether or not that is a card 
made out by you at that time in the manner you have 
testified to that you made out your cards and whether 
you knew it to be correct at the time that you handed 
it in. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Whose handwriting is that? 

A. That is mine, 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask to have the card marked 
Cronin No. 11. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘ Cronin No. 11.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a ecard of Septem- 
ber 17th and ask you whether or not that is a card 
made out by you at that time in the manner you have 
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testified to that youu made out your cards and whether 
you knew it to be correct at the time that you handed 
ai 10). A. That is mine. 

Q. In whose handwriting is it? A. Mine. 

Mr. FRANK.—I ask to have the card marked 
Cronin No. 12. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Cronin No. 12.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—Q. I show you a card of Septem- 
ber 20th, and ask you whether or not that is a card 
made out by you at that time in the manner you have 
testified to that you made out your cards and whether 
you knew it to be correct at the time that you handed 
iy ial A. Yes, sir, that is my handwriting. 
[608—519 ] 

Q. I see that the date is changed to September 
20th. A. That is the timekeeper’s. 

Q. Have you any recollection of how that is done? 

A. That was the day before time-card, and I for- 
got to change the date on it so he changed it and told 
me aboutit. There was a wrong stamp I guess on it. 

Mr. FRANK.—We ask that the card be marked 
Cronin No. 13. 

Mr. MceCLANAHAN.—The same objection. 

(The card is marked ‘‘Cronin No. 18.’’) 

Mr. FRANK.—I ask to have these Cronin clock 
cards of September 11th and September 25th marked 
Cronin 14 and 15 respectively. 

(The clock cards are marked ‘‘Cronin No. 14” and 
‘Cronin No. 15.’’) 
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Cross-examination. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. How old are you? 

A. 18. 

Q. Are you still working for the United? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You kept your own time, did you? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You speak of a timekeeper; he was the man in 
the office, was he not? A. Yes, sir. 
. Why do you eall him the timekeeper ? 
. He always kept track of the time, I guess. 
. I do not want you to guess; do you know? 
. Yes, sir, he kept track of the time. 
How did he keep track of the time? 
. Well, by taking it off the time-cards and put- 
ting it down in the book, I guess. 

Q. ‘‘I guess again.’? Do you know? 

A. Yes, sir, I know. 

Q. You knew then that he took the time from the 
eards and put it [609—520] down in books? 

A. In books. 

Q. In the office? <A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is that all he did with reference to keeping 
time ? A. I don’t remember what else he did. 

Q. That is all you know of? AS Yes soins 

Q. So that he knew nothing about the time except 
as he found it on the cards that you turned into the 
office ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. He was ealled the timekeeper ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you have any other timekeeper? 

A. No, sir. 
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Q. When you made out your cards you made them 
out yourself? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Put your own time down? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And turned that card into the office yourself? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And in that way it passed into the hands of this 
so-called timekeeper ? A. Yes, sir. 

. Who worked with you in the storeroom ? 

. The storekeeper. 

What was his name? A. Roberts. 

. He had nothing to do with your time? 

. No, sir. : 

. How did you keep track of your own time? 

. I: put it down on a piece of paper behind the 
machine and I put it down in the night-time, and 
copied it off on to my ecard. 

Q. Where would you get the time from? 

A. From a watch. 

@. Whose watch? A. The storekeeper’s watch. 

@. One he wore? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How would you get the time from his watch? 

A. I would ask him the time and look at the time 
myself. If he was not there I would go to the office 
and get the time. 

Q. Is that the way he kept his time, with his 
watch ? A. I don’t know how he kept his time. 
[610—521 ] 

Q. What is this storeroom ? 

A. Where they keep all the supplies and stuff, in 
there; pipe fittings and supplies for the machinists 
and bolts and stuff. ‘There is a bolt machine in there 
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where they thread bolts. 

Q. Anyone else in the storeroom besides you and 
the storekeeper? 

A. No, sir; myself and the storekeeper. 

Q. So that you yourself would be the only one whoa 
would know about your time? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I hand you your exhibit No. 1 and ask you who 
made the red ink change? A. The timekeeper. 

Q. The 41% hours? A. Yes@eur 

@. How did he know anything about that? 

A. It was punched on the clock. 

Q. What is punched on the clock? 

A. The time I came in. He came over and told 
me about it and changed it. 

@. The time you come in is punched by the clock. 
How is the 414 hours determined ? 

A. That is 41% hours in the afternoon, that is when 
I worked. 

@. Look at the card and see if that is the after- 
noon. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How can you tell that that 414 hours is in the 
afternoon ? 

A. Well, I did not come in the morning. 

Q. Do you remember September 3d 2 

A. Yes, sir, I remember it; I came in the after- 
noon. 

Q. You remember coming in the afternoon? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. On that day? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What makes you remember that, Stephen? 
. Well, whenever I am away I am generally 
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away in the forenoon. 

Q. What makes you remember that you came on 
September 3d in the [611—522] afternoon in- 
stead of in the morning? 

A. Because I worked that night in the storeroom 
there on that job. 

Q. Why did you not come to work in the morning? 

A. I don’t know. I was sick, I suppose, or some- 
thing was the matter; I don’t remember. I don’t 
remember what was the matter that day. 

Q. When you are sick, do they have someone else 
take your place? A. No, sir. 

Q. ‘So that the 7 hours shown on this Exhibit No. 1 
after 5295 is all night work? 

A. All night work; yes. 

Q. What kind of work was that. You remember 
the day, do you? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Or the night, rather. 

A. I was threading bolts and waiting on orders 
coming in on that vessel. 

. Waiting on what orders? 

. Coming in from the job. 

. What kind of job? A. Bolts and stuffs. 

. Did any orders come in in the afternoon? 

. Yes, sir. 

. Of September 3d? 

. There is orders coming in on all jobs in the 
afternoon. 

Q. I am speaking about September 3d. You re- 
member that day, do you? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did any orders come in on September 3d in the 
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afternoon ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. For job 52952 

A. I don’t know if it was for job 5295. 

Q. You don’t remember that? 

A. I don’t remember that. I don’t keep track of 
those. 

. You don’t keep track of the job numbers? 

. Yes, sir. 

. Do you know what job number 5295 is? 

. Yes, sir. [612—523] 

. What is it? A. The ‘‘Hilonian.”’ 

. What is job No. 241 as shown by your Exhibit 
No. 1? A. That is the shop number. 

@. So that all your work on the afternoon of Sep- 
tember 3d was done for a shop number? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And at night you worked on the ‘‘Hilonian”’ 
number ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you not have any more work for the shop 
that night? A. No, sir. 

Q. Now, I show you your exhibit No. of Sep- 
tember 4th and call your attention to a change in 
your hours of work after 5295; the change is from 4 
to 314 hours, as you see. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you said that that was made by the book- 
keeper. A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, originally you looked at Mr. Roberts’ 
watch, I suppose, and put down the 4 hours? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What did the timekeeper change it for? 

A. Because I made a mistake in the time and I 


OOPOPSO 


United Engineering Works. FAQ 


(Testimony of Stephen Cronin.) 
punched the clock and the clock punched out 314 
hours, and I made a mistake. 

Q. How did he know you made a mistake in put- 
ting down 4 hours when it should have been 3!4—he, 
the timekeeper ? 

A. It was punched out 314 hours and he came over 
and asked me what was the matter and I told him 
I looked at the watch and I guess I made a mistake 
in looking at the watch. 

Q. Don’t you know the clock would not punch out 
34% hours, as you say, or 4 hours? 

Mr. FRANK.—Why would it not? 

A. The punch gives the exact time as you go out. 

Mr. McCLANAHAN.—Q. It gives the time you 
come in and the time [613—524] you go out ex- 
actly ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When you came in on that day, September 4th, 
what work did you do first on that day, for what 
number ? 

. The first was 241. I wait on all orders. 

. You worked all day long on 241, did you not? 
. Yes, sir. 

. On September 4th? A. Yes, sir. 

. At night you began to work on 5295? 

b Wes, sir. 

. And that night you worked for 714 hours, did 
you not, according to that card? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How did the clock tell you ‘how much of that 
71% hours belonged to 5295? 

A. I kept track of the time that I worked on each 
job number. 
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Q. I am speaking about the time clock that you 
punched. How could that tell how much of the 714 
hours belonged to 5295? A. It don’t tell that. 

Q. How did the timekeeper know to that correc- 
tion? 

A. He asked me; he came over and [ had it down 
on a piece of paper and he asked me to look it up. 
I looked it up and I had 4 hours on that, and the 
rest of the hours on the other job. I told him I 
looked at the watch and I guess the mistake was on 
the watch. 

@. You remember that, don’t you? A. No, sir. 

@. You remember his coming over to see you at 
that time? 

A. Yes, sir; he always comes over and asks about 
the change. 

Q. Do you remember that on September 4th that 
he came over to see you? 

A. I don’t remember that. 

Q. You have just made an explanation of that that 
accounts for that change? 

A. He always does come over and tell me. [614— 
525] : 
Q. I show you a card of September 7th, your Ex- 
hibit No. 5. You worked the whole day on that job 
number, 241, did you not? A. Yes, sir. 

. That is a shop Job number? A. Yes, sir. 
. And at night you worked on 5295? 

. Yes, sir. 

. Do you remember that? 

. No, sir, I don’t remember that. 
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Q. You don’t remember why 5295 was all night 
work and a shop number, 241, was all day work? 

A. Because that was the only job that was in there 
at that time, and I was working on that job on the 
‘* Hilonian.”’ 

Q. What was the only job in there at that time? 

A. The ‘‘Hilonian.’”’ I worked overtime. 

Q. You worked overtime always on the ‘‘ Hilo- 
nian,’’ did you? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. By that time what do you mean, during Sep- 
tember ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I hand you a ecard, Exhibit 6, on which there 
appears job number 5851. Is that a ‘‘Hilonian’’ job 
number ? A. No, sir; that is different. 

Q. I thought you said the ‘‘ Hilonian’’ was the only 
job in the shop? A. Maybe another job came in. 
Q. Maybe another job came in? A. Yes, sir. 

Q@. Do you know the ‘‘Hilonian’’ job numbers? 

A. I know 5295. That is the only one I remember. 

Q. Don’t you know what 5351 is? A. No, sir. 

Q. On this card, September 9th, Exhibit 6, you 
worked all day on a shop number, did you not? 

. Yes, sir. 
. Your overtime was thrown to 5351 and 5295? 
= es, cil. 
. Do you know why? 
. Probably I worked overtime. [615—526] 
. L show you your Exhibit No. 7 of September 
10th; 241 is the number there on which you worked 
9 hours, is a Shop number? A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And overtime is on the ‘‘Hilonian’’? 
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A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know why? A. Why I worked? 

Q. Why the overtime is on the ‘‘ Hilonian’’? 

A. Because I worked at night on that job. 

Q. That is, all day you worked on shop job num- 
bers? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And at night you worked on the ‘‘ Hilonian’’? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And that is the same explanation of Exhibit 
No. 8, is it? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where you worked all day on the shop number 
and at night on the ‘‘ Hilonian’’? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And that is the same explanation that you make 
for your Exhibit No. 10, where you worked all day 
on the shop number 241? =A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And at night on the ‘‘Hilonian’’? 

A. Yes, sir. 

@. The same with your Exhibit No, 11? 

A. Yes, sir; 241, 9 hours in the storeroom and the 
shop, and 5293, 3 hours’ overtime. 


